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Ic4fH4J|Ug> Uir^cb<U| 
aiftnjERT 

■=lf 4 2606 

■'Jfr.tf, B-4/a006-lft H ’ '* SlfilPPTO, 1997 

(1997 ^24) (%) ^3irasiH7l«n ktri 11 (1) 

C^) ^ 311^ 1^1.4 l3-l/2004-'fe?-^tX»fcT3lf«3^^U 39 [U 

BiT.3a[l. 44(31) Tim 45(«) 9 2004] ^«T 

aifsiftTW, 1997 (1997 W 24) TO 1,1 ^TO-TO (1) % ig^ (41) % ^-wrg 
(ii), (iii) a^lT (iv) Tim TO 36 3^-3P=ct^ 3TO ?l XTOf ^ 'Min TOftg ^WTO 

f^4TOi grf^iTOOT, i i ;a ^ gsn sitotoito WWt, 2004 

(2004 gn 13) (M ■gff f!!# ^ “■jito f^w,” ^ ijmjTn) -^f Iroftifro imigg fro 

f 

1. TfTO ^ tigi :- 

(i) (^ti^^(itfjTOcl8n 9^4(rl 4TO ) 31TO0%R(g^ 

ftrtWT, 2006 ( 2006 ^ 10) " TOT ^TOTTI I 

(ii) TO fitPlTO TOTTO 3JTOTO ^ clT^XOlTI 

Z gTOfftfXTO %^TO 2 i?'T9-7TO? (TO) ^TOfrof^riTOTO TO-'?gTO 

TOffTO gfgfeif gil^g-igro (si)) ^ (siR) ^to '^f^ toto : 
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"(^) ^ ^ ikt wrf^ ^ t, 

f^RT^ ^ ^ t^rertRcr Ft^ t ^rcf^ ^ wi MifSiii, ^ ^ 

aTRTRWt^^PT y im ^ FWf I 

("flf) aTTETN' ^ ar^m ^ ^ t, 

(i) ^ ^ "rlR ^FTT^ ^ Ft ^ FFTFrarr ^ #?[ Wtf^ 1^ 

cRTT t^RR^ 3TRR ^ y^TTR IRT ^ y^TTeTT '5Fc!R 

FTR araTFT, 

(ii) FTFt RR^ RT^ Ft, FFT RRRRF^ RR^ FRT 

ytrffsrfrFrf'f^RT FfR i 

(F^ '^^R^TFjTF^ RTFR ^2R[T 'XRTXr^ajR' FF aTTFR %-is''^^telel FRRtt A 

^ FT%F^ f^TF^ ^ t, f^<# FT^ ^ RRCT affyte? FSR ^^FR 

affy^ ^ RTF ^ RRRRF^ RRR ^ Fl^ ^ WR ^ I 

(aTR) 'RTRTFjTF^ araRTT 'w^RRRr' FF armF M mr^ ft 

^JFFRR ^ t, f^TR^ F#^FR FRTeft A RRIFF^F^ ^ RTF, W anf^ ^ RF%T 
f^FFT^ cRTT ^ ^ rtf-rtf RRRFFF^ ITR RFFIf ^ ^ ^ ^ 
FT^^, R^RFF^ ITR RRTFFfFR f^ FR ^^RRt/#FR R^, FRT^ ^ 
ferffer FTT ^ ^FFT tRR R^ F?r F^,- tRR FT #FR 

RPJ^ F^ Fl^Rfe/i%FF€t^ FR^ F?r TFT^ RFT RRF ^ FT^ ^ 
RRTFFFFF ^ ^ Rift Pl^MlRd FFFf FF fftlRF, FF^ RRTFF^FF Fft 

Rrft 1%F FF ^trft cTFT yrftFT fSet aTFi^ ^ rrtffff^ irt iftR ff 

'gFITF FF &FtR F^f FtRT 11 




[■HFT III—7111^4] 


'TO ^ ; 3TOT WT 


3 


3. WFT ^ 3 . 

(^) vJH'Ul'J'S 3.2 ^ yiq'^l'l 6||c; PlMl^fecl <^^<♦>'<'*1 cISTT 5’H'^I 'H«i(tlcl 
yf^fe'HT yM 'JTTTT^:- 


€Mf 0w&f ^ ^ 3ni^ fcfm^ ^ ?w wm ^ 

/5^=^ /^v# 3p^ ’T?^ mr^ # w f^<KH 3f'nj^ 

^ f^ 3p^ mm ^ 3rmr ^ ^ f^rrmr ^ 

L 

mm w?w mmr i ww ^ ^ srmf Tm-mm nrf^ 

frmm ^ v[m uf^ mfm, ? 7 r w^ m€t mm? 
3 fsm f(rsmm?/'m€r R??dV a/Md? ^ fcl^ i?^/f^r?ft arm frm?% 

€fit fmf ^ f^Fpm gim mr^ ^ ^pimn m?w i ^ ta ?rlfr. 

^ ^ ?t ^ mr^r 

(w) vjcra^ 3.2 3ik 7T#IcT wf^fe^jT ^ ^ pTHfcjfcld ^ cTaTI 

yfcrf^l' cf^r -gq^g^ 3.3 4 ^ster W7: 

"3.3 a i .gch r ^ ?/q^ 3Tfq^ ■qr jn-5q>K’?^/ ^R-ci f?T«qr sivj'^rx 

^ tf^-c[5r^ 31^ WR«f, ^ €t^ i?i?s?<p wt er^t ® 

cfm^ ^ f^ gqcTH mm t, -ts €>ti mcu '? rriw 
^ TTtf^ fRq5 qnt! n gncfFi a^’ '4? 7fi% # 

'WST-'WST CTSTT Tlf^ T^QTl'^ I 
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^ ^ 7m 7}^ 7^ Tjirm ^ 

<3mM ?)■ mf&w 7jf^ i, ^ f¥w w sm 

^sHJ^ 3.3 3fl7 '^TsifSraf ^rfclferf ^ T3T7S 3.4 ^ Wl ^ 

3 ^rrjTi-r at? c(c{hh 3.4 aft? ?f3ffir?i ^ 

rei f^2TT ■3m?7rT t 

, 3.4 cf> eiK f^feiOacT ^ aft? "a?!?! ?i«fl?tcr ?i^ 

3.5 afr^ arpTirr; 

tfi" ^ f^jTs^ sfm^ srsm 

3iR-k7 m 3m mmr, ^ ^ f^FPm 

wfV't cf^ sTfTkf f^ wmr i w f^FFm ^ w 3 ^ €r^ 

^ fcTmm <{it m ^ smnft ^ w?f w f^ppm ^iw wwpn pt 
pjf^p wpj ^ •)fm ^ mff ^ RRRv 3 ^ fdm w # ^ ^ 

^ppfp ^iw mr^ ^ f^ tPR t W7^ w 3f^ f^ vfpf ^ 

^ 60 ^ ^ wf^i wsmrfs^/P3^ f^Tsw 

3m^ m wmm^/P3^ f^pm stm^ m 3 ^ op^ mimr, 

/3?f7# €r4t # f^ppm ^iw m sjfTkr mr t €Mf ^pp ^ 
fipippr ^ 3f^?kr ^ 3p^fm7 wm i pt ^ tpp ^ f^ppfcff ^ giw 
<pw} w un^ ^ piUw ^ 60 # #77 3r^^ sp^t^m pp^ 

^ ppm 3PPP T^flrp 577tv PJf^ ^ ^PcTf PP f^7m> m 

W ^ PP7^ ^ PPT P^ / 

pp&ppp 

. 60 P^ ppp # PTSPPPP7 mr PPT Pw ppp ^ mfkp 
3ft €t4t P'icl) ^ ^7f Rtd'iP), f^fp^ ftPIPPft ^ /ct<,' PT^TfP /2»V/ 5^ ^ 7?W 





[^TFl 111—75^4] 




3 


4 wimuTSY gm m^ w ^ sik iif^<^<Hd: srsrin ^ kkrf sm 
wmme? # ^ wfr 

{<5) c|4f|H ;jHi£|ug 3.5 Tf -^Tejl^JcT yfclfeifl ^ TStpgTj;^ 3.6 ^ WT 4 

^H'4'!siiif^d ftnn 3fhf cii^ntd 3.6 risn ^f«ff^ uRfeifl' 

^ «mpm 

(’ET) '3y<i|U'S 3.6 sfk TT^ff^RT ^ WT 

Rnf^Rsd 'WE^ch^jui cTsrr 7i«rfStcT yf^fciji y^cRcnftn ^ vsinf^; 

"mm mm $ €tt ^wf ^ Hmm" m mm €Mf fmff ^ M ^ 
# c# mjw jmm ^ wklW^ ^ mw f/ ^ fmff ^ wm 

mm ^ i m ^ w f^?km ^ ^ 77 #' m mr ^ ^ 

9kf 3fk rnTT-mr ^ sM #' xjkmfkn m& i m 
mmmm ^ kmr mm i, ^ mm mmw i. 3rk f^wm ^ 
mm m t'^HM m& t w mrnkw gkfr t w ^ 

^ m ^ fkxx smf w # mm mm i f^ ^ ^kkf ^ 
fitrn^ kf xT^km kmmf m m^mm m& i kmk k f kk w, mtkktk kk 
mr mm k mm kt mf^ t kt mjfkkf m mkmr mkr 

mk kfk 4^ k fkmk k mm mm m ^ m mm ir 

4 ?rai?f l ^Ppr ^ ^ cid*Tr^ 4 c!STf vj'd'tl ^T«rf^ yftfe^fr ^ 

7 T6TT vi'd+I TTsrf&cT 5ff^f^®nftcT ^ uRPft: 
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IP.^RTlII—Sa-.4| 


4.1 ^ ^ ^ 1^, 5RcflftcT ^ ^5mf 

^ ^ ifr WTSchi'W'i arajciT aifqte?, 

■f f^TclW C[^ cfj^ TITT ^ ^ P^ ' JRdl' ^ ^ g>^| 

<15'<K, fefferT ^ *lH<act> 31'S4>lR<iJ| ^ ^ 

^ 3it? uft TFRj «ftcT^ ^ war ^im ^ ttjjt iri' eft ’ft 
^ fllcRcp cpr glajT cp^ 7117 fiiiHcH')’ ^ ^ aft ftan 

^STFTT 3rt%T ^1 

aTFf 7J? Tft UraaTFT ftpljr trtt t aif^ l4l'Hdl' ^ filcR^ ^ 

=R^ c^ cf^ W?, f^Rild tlT H'lfech, ■^T ^ cTf ^ ^TtfefT vTRT 

4.2 ^Itr ^ ^ ifr fjIcTTcp, sll^cpI'W'i 3TaM aic^ Rh^H 3fNfe?, 

^ ^ WT¥ ^ ^ aflf^ fllTiT f^i7tiT( y^-dilcTfl cbRc|l4 ^ ^ 

^!tT^ f^T# ^ R-jJI'HRi^M ^ ^ cfT^ I 

4.3 fii'S47i<-e^/''T?€t Rr-f-^Ti #Tct ^ f^ciw 'iMHltraiarf 

^ in^ if ^ cTT% % 3?q^ ficff ^ ^ ^ cK^^, 

Tjf^ ^ifr ^ Rrar^ wi xj^ ^ MRTtig R ^ri ^ Rh^hch'!’ ^ fWixiH 

^ ^ wT%i wErrmf xff xsnTTTTT, ^ ^ ^ ^ 

Tfrfe^ ■^snxfRr ttrt c^ 'ottetr xi^i if xstp^ afR Tjf^ 

^'ICll EpT fc|cl'<<77 Ricll ^ XHTT^ ^ 4<7I <7711711 eft ^ 11<=5^<4 

■HHRK xpsit ^ 7#^ XHTXT7TTI ?Tr RiPliJH ^ xjxmxjs 4.1 3fR 4.2 ^ 

vifrolRsId cfRl WTf cfit aTEfRl, ■<RI'dK XTSif ^ dlP-iH WlftlcT X3 t 4 aiT 
^ ;RTcTT c^ Xift ift eiK ^ ^ OTW ^ 1 



111—71^4] 
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^■M'41c|^''PJT 

/. ST/?’ ?t mrm ^ 4 smn-^mw wtf^ mrftm 

mn i uf ^ mm ^ mfSr ?/=#' ^ ^ wm ^ m?kw ^ 

um BWti 

2. msm7m/m€t Rh^h ^ Rmm, mf^ 

tmr (tmff) m mm mmm ^ mr>jfwrr3ff ^ m mm ii 
rmfit mrwmsff # m^Tr mw orRrmi mmi 

4.4 q^ff fe; qrr^ qr^ 4^1?^ 4 4 fciqWq c^ cpw ift 

TJiT^ ^nf|TT |" 

WI-WI IT? SJSJT Wfrf&TT PfEM fcrPm ^ clcfHM 5gq^-7 3fh? ^57# 
yf^feql' qrt Tin® 14 c^ ^ i[ f%qT I 

q^ ttstt wM^rt q«iFt I^Piqq ^ e TTarr ^5^ ■TRfsRr 
!jf^fe.nl' WK PlHfcHfed ^ 73^^ cslh? qfqf?tcT qf^Tfeqt q/f 73^5 7 
^ 13 7^ qjq if qfrST qTqrqT I 

'7. T^l ^ IJTR ^qc^/4 qn 'hMI'^'<«l 

7.1 1%^ 3iarfq q^ w atarqr it #qci qq -qqqiq Tqqpqcftq qq xjcp 

q4 q/f 3tqfSr fcTq ^rqrq q^qr i q^t ^ qqq 4qci qq qil4 qi^sqqfsq qrt 

fqqr qrt it #qeT if qqet4 ^ qt tr #qci qq q/tf qqsqqreq qft 

qrt q5t ^ W #373 if qqc3# ^ qf, qifitqTqq q# 53 T qt^ # 

3jf#cr qdqi cI®IT 573 qf^q#q q# fitqlRa ai'<)<a # qq> qie ’J# 73^ 4.3 if 
R l Plf^i^i 7r#7^ #f 7H l jvj|P | ch 7^ #qT| 
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8.1 ^ i> SRT^^TJTtlS’R g5>!R c|^ 

■^cfPTH cRR ^ ^ cil'<l<a ^5P[ ^5P[ 115^ cRf*TR ct>'<K ^ 

•i4)'4^x!U | fcmN-f^ URPT I 

^ ^ mWT W t ft) ^ 3RRmJv3^ ^5^ ^ H41cb';u| ^ 

fimN-fimf, )5rtfp[pT wftr gft cn^ aiFt ’ft ^ ’fgcTr t eft 

eTeftTFT cp'<l'i ^ 'TOT cp'<l'( ftrij yTlft cR) 3T8TcIT ’J^.^TTR ^ TOUftT "ft 

ST’T^ c?TO PT^ vjft ift uiTft I «iF??icT, mf24li' ft 

ft urrft ft ^ ’Tt ^nftrftjR) ?t^, ftt TOTTftr ftt enft^ ft 

#fn 

arrft ^ ft mciEn^ ftror itto t fft vrftvi anro ft wftft ft 3 [toi7 

^ ^RR gRft ft R^raf R ft eft ftrt ft ^ 13^ 4.3 ft elftft ft 

ftft RW 3)T ftf%R ft^R ira CTRR ftt TOTifftr ft ^ ftft ftRR ft tftrpTOft 
ft 3)T IftftyTO ^ R^RIT tl ’J? ^RR ftt mf&lRJyJ*) ?lft 

ft fftftUTO ftt cTTftU cRT'cTn^ftft I 

9. mft ^RR ft ^PTO 'H«Hd>l^<4'< 3ITEIR ftt ftfftPl ^ ftTO 

pRftt fftro’T afftrfte^ ^arr ftwR afftfte^ ft ftTO iT?Rr ^rr 

9.1 % kl^ftcld TRTTftrft ft ’Teftt fftTOH affeRe^ TtSTt ftclR afnft^ ft ftTO 

tfFftt ifR aTRRftftftTO cfRR RmifftT ^Rft TOTO, 3RR ftt mfSill, ^TTRTffTr?^ 
RTIR 1ftft€ (iTTOreraTR), ulff ftRT iRRRaTR ft ft 3TTEIR 3? ft^ 

affqter ft ^TTRTsfTti^? ansTR ftt totr ft Rifftt) ^ irtitr 3 tr fttr^ ^ 

ft, ^ ftft irfT giro cfrTnr tr titospi^ amjR 3 ? arpRft 





[“^Fl III—^ag.4] , , ^ wm ; _ . 

I ^ ^ f^ vfTWi ^ ^ mm f^erfcT ^ ^ 

^ ^ 'HVH3)ii«ii ^ItiiW tt«it ^«ipfTO ^ Tira 

^ 4t f??^ ?nt*(?t «nwi 

'W t i!! l »'<»l 

w?^7?fr mpf (TH{’dm), wsm?w7 mm m w &m^ ^ f^ 
W mr i ^ ^ mf^ gm mj^ ^ mm m m 
mm?m mm, §m ^imt # stf^ mm it ^mrn it 

^ 4Fr wcfT 

§i #1 ##Rr ^ n f^ql' ^ ^ f^R5:»T alf'ite? sft? ^ fra 

'm srarafratvSW PrariRti Riwh sffq^ ^ 

atftf^ ^ '^, snm i> w^. urnn ^ 

feW ff 1 %^TO BTO ^ I affq^ ^ amiR ^ 

<V , 

^ f 1?raR-f?ratf ^ WI, ^RR ^ tnf^, Ti^ t^Re»1 3ffq^ ^ 
^v^al i> mm ^ fr kipt f ■?#fn 

OTfR^nait ii fe?^ f§it?| 14R5»? 3tfq^ IRT ^ ^Ifcf ^ mJ ^RcW 

t, ^ wsRs 9.1 f f^ itfl^d mj ^nrnn i 

10. ^ ffHT 4 fhra gtrerK f aRR 

q?€r f^Rgq aftq^ ^ atfqte? ^ ft^ 

10.1 OTTf^ f Ri'W'i arfq^ aft? afra^ ^ fra 

ararRffi^ cjrr ^ ^Rra mlSff irt Rft^ 'H®<isi 7|§«('< arraR, 

tfRR ^ fRPI affwff?’ t(RR*Mfr(ff, fuHf '(l®«ppi5'i-< SITSR ^ ^ 
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^ ^ mRci^h '=iff wrw I ^ 

'He^5bl^'«l'< 3tmR 55^ ■$ ^ STFI?^ t 

^ «trm; afr? ywiRld MPd^H ^ 

w=fr!i ■’ft ■?nfJt^ tl 

’Ic^r 3iNfe7 ?I8TT strawf?? ^ 


10.2 % Rl'kiH aiiM^ex! aft? ^ effEi 

at'Tl^l'iHillvjH ^ P|i=mdH ^ Wl mf^ilf ITRT 'He^sbl^d'! 3traR 

^ ^ anwf^ trf^PerfM, 'H®«jhi^ei'! anur? ^ ■jh 

’qcTRT STRRW ^ Wtftfr? dft^ qRc[^^ ■=t^ aiFfTiT I ^ 1^ST1% 
^ anSTR If MRddH ^ ^ ^ ’ttf 3nq?qq5 

t ft? qf w?? afft wwiftci qftci(fd ^ ftpi ’HPfq ^ 

ftrorf "fftsm q^ cf?^ 11 ,• 

^ ’ft qraypT t ft? affqte? itjt ft?^ fttWH aifq^cx qqi?q 
■grT^ ■qr ^ ul-^'f ^ cbi'i^i ft?# TR# Riwh affq#^ # ■'fiefra?i?«R anOT? 
qftg#? #’irq# ^i q? ?IPI, qff ffqr I 

anft .q? ’ft qiqqpT t ft? qf ’ft ft?# ain^c't # Ritcq 
affq#q ^ ^dcidf # qqifq q?# ■qt ?3^ #3^ # qjR’q ft?# le^Tl Ri-tc*! 
afrftST # '^T5Hq?T?qq atTETR, ftRRR fll'Scpl'^i'i q?t ft??I >31# dldl '^'lai'd 
anqrf# f, ^ ft?# # qq?R 'q?T MRd<fq ^qqf ajfq^ty # ■qen^ifqq arraR, 
^eddf vjdl^H q?# qi qt^, ^ ^RtH 1#! I 


11 . 


q?^T# ^ r|qtcp'<u| ^ ^qq aTRTR d^l arfrPl ^nq 
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#? c^ affqte? ^ ^ 

11,1 % T?i^n1eTOt A 3frq^ #? 3rni^ ^ ^ 

3r=Tn^wf>3r=T ^5^ ■■^cRUT c^ wj, ottsir ^f wtIer ^ l%ij 

1^ ^ icmr?-1cpr?ff ^ ^ ^ a fr rfe^ ^ 

^®«5t)"i^«i'< 3TTE1R ■fi c^ ^ ^ <t ^ ^«rer sffqte? ^ qf^WcT^r 

^ 3ff^ ■g^ ari'HMi'H c^ ^f ^ ^ 3Ri ^i(c^ amte# ^ 

y-Ria^i^v! amm ^i ^fTH arc# ^i ^ MRcid-i ^ ift «ih it ^ «fnm i 

Rt^ afR ?nw[^ 


11.2 iR V’^'i^'icH yTJTT^ it Ri-KH affqte? 3ik sns^TW? ^ ^ 
aRTTfransw ?F)7R ^ ^ wi ■'«5Hgj|^'< amiR it ^RftsRf ^ Rr 

N 

RRrR-f%^ cf?r^ ^fPT^j f£i^ r?R ^ ^ JR0- Ri«h arfcRe"'? ^ 

'fT's^raJT^eR aTTEIR if fE[ ^RcrM c^ ^-^aj ^ ^ ailt RR5J1 

afft?^ cf)T qREiH-i ^ atk aiRmm ^ sNf it ^R^trh ^ ^ apq 
JTc€f Rr^ affqife^t ^iRraiTfER arwR it ci?Rim araRt it qRcRRt ^ 
ift eqpT it WTT fRm 

12 iitRr> ajTRR ^ ftt|'{«l 

12.1 iR-EJ^#racT WfcRTf it Jle€t Rr^ aTRtfef, ^RTSJl^r^ af'^n? 

wsf-WT affq^^ c|5t aTWf ^ ^tiRr> arraR m siTS^iRRf ^ 

TR^ EfRit I ' ■ 

13 aRrRR^R^ ywra 

13.1 sfracfjRS^ fR RtRrR rRI ^ 90 ^ ■*ft^ 31^^ 

aRcRTwRrRT a^RTici (aTRanlait) mRraRR ^ TRgti ciRit RRRt ajRj ^'t ^ 
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IPaktIII—S i:r.41 


Tiiar- waf ^ ^ ?isjt ci if 6 i f^.j> 

3'c^ ?Yn71 5 -^ Sll^chiw? 5rai|f5l'd sfr? 

ST^.’TizftuR ?Irl1' tf?T ^fr?1kT Ullilch'!'J| ^ ?rfgcT cR% CIT? 

■'AT; 5fcrt^Sf 31-!T=ft Ssl-iTrSe ^ ’ft WT^ScfSI^ ^ ^ 

ar’xTTRftGH TR?Tra' fffcp tmft ^ ^ 

ft ft fftt; 3nm? ?ftTT! 

) 

13.2 ilciTTf^r!^ SFrRftftuT’T ft qf^cRftr ^ ft 

T .ft: ft ilT? uTT tl WT^cPTfS^ SKT Wlftm 

K;- -i A’HTf'Ktl’l ireTFr ft 3?mN SrxmiftftJH cR^ IftqT Wftm I ^I? 

\ 

Kr-rfti ^HFftrr ft 3 tteir ^ fftm vSTftnri ftftim >?i(^qr ^’aft ftftftR ^ 
v-PT:?! I cftA/iIT 3 T^- 3 fenT cfrm ■ 5 > 7 ft ft UiRll^ia SRRftftvSn 
ft ar^ftftcT ?T?ff ft ftfe ^^tcRtt f 1 

13.3 ft fftftt wp, fftftm, lftft?T ^ 3nft?T ftar pirar 

P]pfT ft yji^cR'i^l fftftt ft WTO FTOftPT ^ ’(roft STrRftftftFf VTTOTO ft 
fttPg ft ftftJTO TO Wft FTOft TOT TOlft TO^ ^TTTOTO 11 

ITO fftftTOT ft arjftr 'to' ft tjto tortottoto itipr ftcrro t, fftrifti itoh 

!?S’fftTOT ft ftfttER TO^ ft TOTWT fftT 11 


3Tft?i|^«K, 

Tlftro TO^TOS, ^TTTO1?TOR (ft'^ftftTrT-I) 
[fft?TO-III/IV/14?./2006/3TOX ] 
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1 ‘Tin III—4] 


3rg^ ‘'2p' 


cJTi^ncw impT 

1. ■HRcT 1990 ^ ^?ra5 ^ yT#ra) ^ it am^ pm ^ ft ih 

RPlilfira 'TgTi (ST^ST^i^ mr ^t^) RPi'iiM, 2004 

(2604 ^ 13 ) ^ 5i?r fti^^PtcT tp'iri ^ WT ^ wf sft I ^ 

10 l^'fR'J, 2004 ^ xsntt 7M I'l/? ^ ^ fi|5^ 'W 

2tTi pi arafir 3^ 'W ^ ^ ^ 3ig*m ^ w 

^Eicrar t % ^ ^ ^ ft 

aPTf^rrat^a^ RPi-y^'f 3 ^ ^pref^jpT ^ ^ipr ^ 1^^ r^rr *jcb^A4iv>t1 ’ll ^ 1 pr 

WR 3Wfy i H'4 tw ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

3irc|^4fg5dT TTTfsft lyf tnf^ 35t f|@f?J W^ ^ ?t I^i9/.'3^9*l«!i'4) 4t 

^ ^ I 


^rft ^ ftnnicff ^ 

2 . f^f^RP) i( ?ft|^ 3Ic|1?tzff ^ gjR'iT 3TR^ ii ^inj^ ^ftfe^ 

^ if ^ I ftfew pi 3W3; ^ ^ 

wiT ■^rfkit f I pp aiHrar, ft^ ^ ^ arafit ■?! 4^ fw ftiir afr? f^nndt 
^ if wffif ^ Jim^ it ^ ^5R®r ^ vJirrir aft? 'dwltwi 

^ 'Fift g^ nft ittM<*>l^ -'$ ¥T? ^ ^ ^ 

mf¥ pnf^ infl, 'ngRifi P if ww pfp p# w p ii# aih 

vj4*ilcrdiaff a>f 4t arrf ffrff 4>^ ^ «gfltft p if p aff 

1331^ fiT Rr^ aft7 33 # pi R3T3 3>t 331? ^ ?lf^ W ft I 'flW ft RiPfpff ^ 
#?t ^ 3PIcff if ift 5 rap 5 : 3nil 35t 3ira3335?IT 3fi 11 
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3. aiRiRcw ^ ^ Riwh aiiM^ey # 

^ ^ ^grrr ^ Ri'Mc) fesr aw w 

cfr WftcRnait ^ ^HlST-'TTTaT Rl'kiM 3fn^ ^ fM ’T? 

^PTra d^^'HK T3^ fM ^ 7aTT ^ 3TTcI?W t % ^ 

Rl'Md'l ^ ^ «rR ^ wr cf^ arRm 4tfefr aw ^i am: 

Rpmeff ^ ^ HT^ arftm ^ ^ atm^wm ^ €t^ ^ftpcrf ^ 

Rti'i*!' 1^ pTjT 11 

4. ^i4'JiPich ^ cf>T iratvjm witwarf ^ ^ ^igftm 

4^ ^ ^ f ^r? gPiRdd ^ ^ fcmm ^ w? 

f^'d'^l 014 f, ftPt P it I «I 1 '< 6 M, pR ■#tl U<ldiaff 

^ PtftRT ^ wi arr^t t afR wi5t «rR ^ tjrr^ 

ftmr uttm t t^R# wffwart ^ fp g^ ^ ^rgRm ^ «i|p 

tmr ppp f^Tcmr t cfr fwr rmrw 4t Riwr it rimr ti d^d'HK pi armw t 
1% wffwaff gft ^frf^, fp arpfSr ^ prp ^ xji^ 4t rw it i pi grj 
4t 1% <i«ici €f4t ^ gjRP Pint era? ppt ^ ipf^ Ptfep ^ arpf?j pptm 
^ PT%rj PT% ppif^cT urfSiri IP g^ pff pgRm pp ^f p3t pc^r | 

5. ^ ^ PTPraff ^ pPTPRq^ ^ pgp, anr^ ptpt ^ ppTPRPsff ppipt 
11 PPPT ^ PPTPT ^ 1^ PI 3np?p^ t % pr4prPi0 gw writP ptpt ^ 
pipPTPtp ^ W^fP PTPT’ff PPlflm PTPT Prflrj I 

6. ppi?m ^ PPTPT iff PT^ PT^ ptftp ^ ^ pprar pft ’Rprftcr ftpmrp 
^ pppt pw gf%m PTTPT Piflp I prfep cjirjt pr% pp pppp prr pp ppppp 
t PPT^ ^ PPTTP ptftp PRR pfr pp Pelt PP Pc^ #p PTflp ftrppp P>Rm 
cfk CR peppp fap ^ afR IP pppp # pcpfpp PP mtp ptpi ptI^ i ^ 





^TRcI, ^ 
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‘qn 111— 


t Rqic; ^ PiR4cT cF^Ruft ^ ’OT ■'fT^ ?fff% 

5WTftcT ^ ^tT cit Niodtn ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ f?T ^ ^ 

5 ^ 'H^Rld W ^ ^ ^1 WR 'Hl4«1p|ch ^r ywif4c1 RillyH ^ 


wnft aff^pm 

7 . ftPRef 7 ^ ■'HJ 3 T^^ TR <f <4 a 5 t '( 1 * 1 * 1 —'til'll PIimIRcI 

^ H*tlvit"i ^ Rctfcrt ^ 'Jiicll ^ *lR Ri'Mci ^ (cl't afJ^t^T <l*'{4 qic^ <1141 4*1 ell 
fctcR^ c^ arg^r ^ #>17 rrrt ^ ^ ^ Riwh 

5 RT an^ ijT^e/iTEZRer < 1 ^ tit ^ Tjrfe/iiHReT gr^r ?n^gTT^/'fic€l 
ftrteH affq^ <[5t ^rt ftrir tjttctt t alk tfrti #tn ^ RR ^ gR 41 rt4I 11 
f?# aifc l R<W ^ TI^ ^ W 3 IMR t ^ Wl-'^ ^RRT ^ ^ 

11 ?^ ^ sjfRr ^ ^ 3i^#r ^ <bRcii 4 ^ aR 4 afR ctprtirt sifR 

^ RR 5R T3%TIT c[^ tjjiT^ WI <T<f> tIR ^ I 3I?l: X[c| 5 WI-'^lRlT RfErtRcI 
cfRnr arraPRT t ftrerti tit cfl 4141 4^ ^ f4d'(<fi1 ^ Rt'Mch ^tjt ^ritt ^ 31 x 14 

TIT 73^ 4 RRltC ?l4 '(jRia tI?I yTTTpft, Ri*^ <t>'<4 1R Ri'Mci 3^*11 f^R 'Jll'i'1 I 


gi ^«j> i 'W't ^ TT^'^ ^ ^ 4 TTe41 Riwh 3ffq4e^ 

8 . ^ €141 43Tra> 14 t. # rtrI 4 €l€t^ ^ Rrjfrj g4 hh41tj awidH 'TIItiM'U 

4 ^4l€t 41 tt^ 11 aicT: Wl(S|<t)'t>i| T^ feR Tjg ^jf^TT ^T^l #77 fti ^ ^ ^ 4 ^ 
RPiiJH TRITJI WR RPitIH 4 14)41 RITRiafl aH SIRKRT: T 77 3ra<TKT<T:, f^Rfl 

fli'S<Pi'«;x T^ TJT^fe T^ 4 Pi^TO ^r4 ^ 7777741 4141 ti 7 1341 afR §'d't1 'HH<s 
71 t7t 4, fTT «ii 4 4 a<^d*i 'TiiiiMii RrIt? ir aiRi^; RriR ^441 ara: htI^rrr 4 
fH p4ei 4 aiT4 <i)Rcii4 ^t gR4 afR tjwttt "Mitimti ^ Rnifr? 5€1 sit ^r4 ^ 
Rt^ti Rtttt ufl ^t 41 'd*«iPtid1 T^ fcTTj ?ikR)i 4 el'll I 
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IPAIiTlll—S ec. 4] 


’jnirpT ^ 

9, cT «tc[5T7iT tit ^ ift Tfratn *f 'fmsf ^ ^ iir ^>raH t 

aP i toch ^ ^ cpr^t-cprft atrit ^ ^ tt 11 

o 

MRn |I H>M>toq . ^3^ X?3TI^3Tt ^ U? ^ ilCT ^ ^ t ^ 

TTentsrr it ’TFT lit tit ^ ^ ^ ^ttft ^5^ t 3RR«f TfcIT tl 

^ l ■^thlT3y ’t tFFTTTSt, IwRrt ^ tIcT#3fr ^ t, fTT TIW tn 
W IRJ^ ^5^ t F#f ^ I 3fR t^vW PuPra cfl7 ftr FTT^ F ftFf 
Fnt iR TjeRfrafr ^ ararFiiT w ^icftt t ft> TSttF iirt iranitT tn t, P|'H*t 
T jTjfpT ctvtt IPT 3Flt Fm Ift^ ^rmFT tl 5^ TFTRIT FF FFtlFTF It? '^PfiilF 
cli# ftniT FTT 3 FkTT t ftt 'TcT#3tttRT Ft HlRl4> SnUR IR ttURP FtlfT ftFj FTR 
pFit FFTTltr FTftT cTSTT FTfFH tF ^ FFOT: FTFJ I f^«tfrr t FRI Ftt 

T^elitarT ftRt TF? TFFRTattRT ^ ^ FFF^ ttFT Fit Ft FF FtlFFF tlFiFt t 
■FFbr: FFlillT FIIT tFTT ft) FFRflsft FT ftTcltt TiftT FFTTlTr 11 TlTaT tt ffft 
FF Tfr sraRtiftiF, 3t<t)'wret fwt ^ TfiFFT ^ iraiir ttm i 

qRhj l d^ ^ ^ sftR >H<«*fa)I^F T 3nRR 

10, TlRtsFT^ FIFIR FRF, Fftftfel^t Ft FTJlRsjft t 3RW t, Fifift) 

ttf t ftRt TrftTT ttFT^iST ITTT fchdt TTRIFF^FTt ^ ^FT FRit FtT Ttt t, 
fFFt F | )MPF) wit FfRT FFTT 3RRF 11 FtcT: FRR FlwP'F) TteFFFIFT FtFTR ^ 
arjlTR FRFT TFTF Ftf t 3FT: FtRRTfiftFR FRR ^ f^ TTFBFFIFT aTTEIR FF 
PqfFUT FRt it fcRTR-ftFFf €ltt tFcff ^ ftcRFt SRT ^ItcT ftFJ FTTt 
FT^ tFI FT FTTHtRiT ttflT 11 F?TfTFT, TTRTFFfF^ Ft FTTTlItF) TRRIT TIRTFF^FT 
FFSFT TTRIct CRFFFRI), FTff TJ^TlFFT TTWIct '5tlTT FRit Ft FFt t, SKI FcTT cFITt 
11 3TcT: trt Petfcl t IRFFRTT ITTT tt TTRTFF^FT atlUR FF FRITltF) FcTT FcTdT 11 




[Wl 1 11—^ TFsmWn ___ H 

^=rrf^ ^1^-8 Tf 'icri'a f^ ^ t. # c^ ^itr^ .*f 

€t^M^ ^ ^ vdwidR ^^rraicTO ^r ■^r n^ t ^sjt affrrfe? aik 

c^ '!H'^fbl^«lx! 3n^IT7 ^ f^rafw ^ kcffSicT JTFIefT vi^cIH ^^fRlcRT ^ ^fft 

3?tft^ if v3^rqT W t i «rf7fRT, 'SrEem '^lilldi) 02 2006 ^ 

arcrfkf 3TTt?T if eft '€Wr ^ fim^ ^ amrr? jrt f^rak^ 

clTx'^ fcTq tJcF> wkt fcT^kia cP^ Eft tjfitiET Eft gR!! E7^ Eft 1?!^ WI ^ 

3T^[Rfcr TEFf Eft 11 ^^EcfR ^ETET?m it Ei?T SIT - 

". I77E^ ■smw ^ ^ ^ mm mi ^ wr^ w cUcr 

7?m ?7TW7 ^ NFi wf i ^ rnmrm ^ i sifi- 

nfi Pi PP PtP P uPm fPNm P Pf Pwn m mn 

cPTTi P fPv Pri mrPf PPPm mm mwP i p w iw m mPt 
il .' .' 

FFlirtE ^rERFT -Elitidit P ^ fctEN P gfefRT tnferw if ^ #Ectf ^ Ec^ 
fitcr-TET P 'HdHfhl^Exft P ^ EE W cTETit ?iS(T \i'Hct>l filSik'E EEJ* P ferj 
TTE^ EOtTcft -lEtETktcr E5E^ EE ETT4 gEi %ET 11 

■^Tcft ^EcTt EE yUKUt cTSIT ftcTW P kEfecT ETl?tE>EnT ^ f^EfET 1 3IEgEE, 2004 Eft 
3TE^ l%EEk?ff if E? EFTT t l% sSk-stk '^■^'(t(^fcl<£l Eft ?TW EEET 3fTE?EET f rfSIT 

^ ^ it gkr etrg Eft %et ett ttefe i ie Ri'i’iRfiT it, Trtf&ETEw e c^ 

afrlte# ES?T Ec€t-krEeE ITE EEEEE^E^ EE EfttEEE iP ETTE Eft 

REtEkST Eft sfr I ETl?rEvEE % Ef RTEER^T ft sjt ffl:- 

:... ^ Pm 3ppm mr mP fp^mr PiPm m^m^wP m 

W PPTm tPP fPwi wmn^wP P mm, vi, mrRw fPm mri mw 


2748 GI/2006—3 
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5 ?^ nm §m w ^ ^ ?kr/ 

m ^ w ^ ^ 

^ w wr i ^ mm 

mt ^ ?7r Tf^nm msr, f¥fsjw sr^ mpir ..' 

ctan ^ ^ 3igq1^8jf^ ^i, 

^ ^ m w cmr^ 11 ^tezicit grf^cbyui ^ 

^ Tir^tcF) straR m ^ 

gtETT ^fvRrar ti 

11 . ^ ^ IT? fcRT^ ;3?q^ ^ g>r g?5I -qf t 

^ fef^, ciT??if^ 'H*h*i^ 6|? armr? m w cttptt 3r?m t ^ anm? 

m l^iEifT^ ^ sfmr? m tjncrr ti mR^ich ^ ^f ift uw? gRci'd^ 
cPT ■?Rra>T5«r? 3TWR ^sr ^ cf?t uTT^ ?n^ ciidl ^ ^^lErr ^raET 1 1 qe'ceiei, 

Rr?^ affq^ ^ «nF? ^ m 7t 1ct5?ft ^cra afw^e? ^ 

^ I^T?^ 3Tfq^ IM g?r^ ^ ^tehspi^ ctii^ Rqt€ (WcT3ir) ^ 

3TraT% ^ c^ 3mjT? w f^pJiT ?3T TR^ 11 !J^, stig^e? 

gRti i oR m Prtir i^t ctt?^ Rql^ (W^air?) 'cr Mlcil^fi^ci ^ 1 

Rr«H affirte? 

12 . ITTScfjR^ Rh'M'cT OTTT c[T?^ tr 6[^ ^ 'H®Hsbl$^? angR ^ ^ 

?ift ^ TTeff^m f^ra^t ^ ^ ^ ^ 

mR-eIIcHH ^ ariETR tr ■RTRTfPT^sR ajTEfR ^ Plyl'(“l *■?<!’ Rj^qi vBT" 

TIcpHT t cRTT ^3^ m WTT 'R ^ '•ft 3mRs? «ll^chl«?f ft ?ftft Rl'HH 
yM gR ^rft'TT I ^?75TeT, ^TT 3Tfcf)ft ^ ft?T ft (^Pi"1 *ITft ft TTWft Wtft 

srmR cTift 4Te€t Rr^ aftqftcft iri ftfft^r 'H«<Hfhi^«ift ftt ft?sm ft ftftr 





[m 111—71^4] 


Mn:cT ^TTSm : 


19 


^ irracpi-^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

srl^Rjf^ w 11 wi, mfSra>^ sri ^ 

CTHcf 11 ■qT|5l<t)>!U| 5m ^Heff^RT 5>r 5T5, ^ft^cf ^3TT, ^ 

's^mr l^rakR wt 5 ^f wqm i . 

^ h4Y<i»<“i 

13. ' qn- i<5lch'<ui srtSrq^m ^f armiit ^ ^ v^mr t, 'Hh-mi ^ 

3M t, ^ ^ch-^ui C^ xHH^Idl-^ ’P ?RR q5t -HHlf^ ^ ^ ^ 'Tgcft 

11 ^ qRR q51 cTT^ 4tcf ^ Ijqw f^TTRH ^3Tft 7 ^ ^ ^WfETcT ?R!f 
■?TTftRT 5R^ ^ 1cR ’JR qRK 55 555 Rlfl R5T RT R555T, vjiqaq) ’l41cp':“l ^ 
55ftt5 Rci! 55 55tt 5m5 5€f ^ m5T 1 5g5?TR, S5T5 5# % 5^ cnfi)||^<t> ?I^ JIR 
5RR 5)t OTTf^ 5?f cTTfra ^ ijcjci)|i}1 5515 ^ RFJ, #ft I 5?5flcl, 5f^ 5^ 5m5 
5ff ^ 5151, 5i f5 c^ fcri5m-4 IIr; 55 5c^ ^ si^rr 

5ffe5 qitf lit 51^ f%55R 5R 'RqRfI 11 ’JJT 5RR 55t 5^ Rh'I’M 

fcTqllvId 5?r 5Tft^ 555 ^ 5lfM ^ RFJ, ^ I 5? fcRclRl 

\ 

^ ♦ 

5551 t fit5 55 ^ 555R 55t 551 P 5 ^ l?t5 51? ^ ’ft55 (553ft51 515t ^ 515 51? ^ 
5T515) 4lf?5l 551 555R 5R •^’ft I 5?5!W, 5f^, arafSl ^ 55515 ’tl 
■55fft51-515f Rlfr 5?cfl t, 5l 515? ^ 555 if ^ -5^ 3551^ 5^^ 5lfM ^ 
ft5 55 ^ 51% 551 55 % 5555 5^, 15 315t§l ^ 515 RI5: 3TFl Rift 5^ : 

4 /J^t ^ 555 ^ 'hMId^ui ■ 

14. 1%# ’ll #1R 5?1 5^ 3?5f5 5>t ^ 555 51 ^-#5R 5R-5R 55R15 5^ 

%I1 51151 51% 551 515555; 5? 55> 5^ 55t 315t§l 551 5515 ^?f51 51% I ^ 
■jn551R55 5it 3% sfl ^ 555 %Rf 511 ^I-^IR 51 ll ^5Rt 511 TI>1 ^ 551 ^^5R 
; 5 r 5d5 l 5% t, iJit 51%R5 551 3115-51551 511 ?5 51^ ^ 31% 5i%f a .51 
51% I %1 ^Rlf ^r ^ 5R51 5115}^ %1 55% fi% f% 5c^ f%55 3lfq%ll 
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5:1 4 3Dc|W«f5 MRc|cfH ^>7^ ^ | %-ci^ ^ 

ir^i ^JIRTR ^ cft^ ^ 

?5:,|nmT ’T^tfcPEcTT ^ vSHW I 

.-ff 3prs TOira 

T'r-TTfi> Vi "pil, 2002 ^ 5rmra) 

ia^rciT W WIW ^ ftRpFl ^ ^ I^RfT cT'f? 

?.;T ^ifrr "eSTr tJ 5ll^cbl'W>!( gft ^ 3)n1'('H'4)vjiH ITTcM ^ ^RlkT 5^ 

5”^ 7 ^ 5?M ^ t wWkI ^ EZIR it ’nff 

T;; yi'Rr£p'>(^ lfM ^ TnctEiFT ^iPiRitci ■ 557 ^ ^ fjtjqr t 

fis wncT ^ ^ xi'wt'tn fcpqr ■tut ti 

siFR TT «li-&'<W'i-<i'it 1T?I ^ ’Rtkl t^IR 'ftRIT W t, 5^ gc[>^%gRft 

fi ThJ^ irtrft I #[T y^M yw'tqRch cirr % ^ arRan^arr ^ y?r fcRtcH ^r 

'Tcft-f? t i TTf ^raRTTarf yrt cuRiR^cf, qRRsMRiiii, 1% f^R?t ^ ^ yRR 

Smy it 'vjyRST ^ f, yit kipt if eHlcim aiy^ y?f 

o-RrfT t! yw^3Tt ift aTRanfait ^ ^ ^ 11 «iS'!^h, ^ 

"iiRRiaft y?r «rft trw |y, yiityRR srt 57r y>i4 y^ yRyr cumwif^ 

e i 


'iTciy ^RT (cfRS yT?cT) ^ TjyjTffeiyTR 

-o, irfcR ^RR (RRy rt^cT) if ychiRiyji-{ c^ yy TRiRPT afR 

o.n.^f'tctfS’i yy ^ct^yyyf yyyR Ryf^y yfcRyyf c^ srt yyyft fy yy? ^ utt^ 

7?" yfyiyyi ti cfr :^f€tyy #(t yyM ^ ^ aty^ ^ ^ yt t yair ^ if 
arr|tftft^ ^ ift Rryjy ypRy if ^ ^ yft yfyryyr 1 1 aty;, ymy, yrlsTyRR 
^ yy yteysitff ^ yrofr yfrRyyf y?f yyf^ yy yyR yyg^ yy R^fy fcWi t ?rjt 
yf^ ayyyycR ^ cfr yry if ^yr yy Fyy^fy ftyjT yrryyr i 




•TO ^ TFsm : 


21 


^ 111—7^^4] 


17. c^Rliul fcrpRipT ^ ^ I4|WH aflM^e^!)' crajT »1R4I7I c^TTcT 

armfe? mp^^s^h irt IMet ^rit ■jrit t i tj? ■tot t % w 

Icrf^rro ^ ftcTT^ ^ 6 |<jld'fl dtlH'R MRR*Mfrl 4 ll' ^ ^>1 ftftWT 

TR^TT «iffr t TOtfit) f^«r% (’7r<rft?iRR) w 4t ft^rwr #tt i ^ 

C^ fctf^TO TOff ^ tf>t ^ fctf^TO f I ^WeT 4 TO<}f ^ STTOT 4 t WI?r 

f^TR-l^ ^ 11 3T?r: TJptfj ^ W 4t RR TOT OTijM ^ SfcR ^ 3mrR 

ER ^ ^ I^RT-I^TO TOff ^ 11 


fTT TTTO, 6000 ^ ^Tc^ I^RTO afRfef f ^ f^PTO TRpR ^ 

^ argroiT 11 cjpRi^yi ^;cc 6 ^ ar^Rnft vm: tit ftRft aro ^ ^ 

ETTTTft 11 3Icr: cBRliul c^ ^ if c||-m(^<6 ^'IdM ^ TOT d'lHI WT 11 

c^Rlfd ?Jc^ TT^T 3ReTT^ TTflRTT t TOT (^yDdd TRITcft ^ ^ et7 -^TTIIt?! 
wr \jTT% ^ TTiTTTOT tl 

01 Sra^eR, 2004 ^ '^dcHl W TRTPTR TOT f^TRR 'd«l4t ^<^<1 ^ ^ '’T^ 31441 
RtEtp | R!j|~l ^ ift TTTf?lT[RR ITTT <^Rlfd ^ ■g^ ^ TJTO ^ '’if aft, f^Rlft 

TnfSraRR ft 'Jc^Tsl fftpTTT an fft>:- 

'6.5 /9«'‘/4/<< iW 7 ^ UHIRcI <jf7^ ^Tcft (^14) 4’lci' ^ ^ ?7W 

# 5R7c#7 # f^ppm wp # srm ¥t w 4 t mr 

w p^w # ffftmuf ^ yf^iiH) ^ p1'<jrj^ pf^f?p m mw # tw 
w #/ w pm i, am: arf^rf^pm 

affp Pppff # ppmr 'anp^m^ <<iP)^)' (prm ^ 

arfwfcPt^ppjf) # ajfrf^m fw f 4 m w mr mr^ # ^ mmw 
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^ ii ^ ^ spm # #77 ptt^ 

mwn 3m: w mrr^ w ^ RRhh ^ gtmr 

14 Ria«ix, 2005 ^ cpeici €t4t ^ («'Jicofl<i2X“i ^ 3i44) Rim2|R?i 1 
^ II? fiiti nt ^ c[ft ajt TT^ f^raf% ^ ^mri’ 

glziT ^ TJ^ITT??! ^ ^ I ^ '^t aft 

ffti f^uftcid ^3ft ^ eTTf#fI ft ftft^ cITfftra ^ ^Icff ^ 3iraR IT^ 

^ ft^^n^ ^flcT u-HRui ^ ft cqcRan ftftl ’Enifi? fftraft ai? aiftm ?ft Tf t 
fft; dicft RT m ftt ^ fftvftt ^ gtm 

wrrri 

miNr ftPmn iRiiiif 

18. ^ i (^42x!» i ft 21 "iirft, 2006 ^ WT?f ftfe ftetfSici ^ ^ 

^ UfeiTIT ^ ?nfft> ^ IR Wirf cIRft ^ fcR 3TFRW TIM fftri; v3T 

i;# I 4Wlr| 21 2006 ^ WI?f ftl3 IR ^ftcpftMftf ^ ftnftSjftf ciaiT 

^ EZM ft Rgft |tT WRf T5I WI f^Hlft) 31 f^'HH'I, 2004 

^ aMRlftftM ^RRf (U'HW'JI ciaiT ^^«IR TMft) fftfftM, 2004 ftl ^rRI? 

5^ ^ ftt ^rifftcT fftiaiT ?aiT I WI?f ^51 ^ 11 Jif, 2006 ^ ^ iRIT I 
f7I ^ aiftcfft fta#p7f ff f ?aiT 'idcbl fc4JHij<Jc6 fftjaiT ^RT 11 

(^u.)fj||'!ft c[ft ^?lft 3lf§M t, ?^rfeIT! (^Ul(i)|ift ^ ■?IR ^ 

fnM ^ ^ argftEi ft ^aM aaM amiR ft ^hr fftM w 11 ^ ft i6 

2006 ^ ?aJT f^crjft ft 19 2006 ^ 3TMI fRRI ^ ftt ?ft '’if I ft5# ftt 

fft^ IR ft ^ ftnftftftf ciaiT aftft^ fRRI rraf ft ftt^ ftt 

f^Ulfaiqti WIMM^cR tftcIR fftaiT TRJT t, v^'Hlfft I^Plilftt ft tftft ftfttaHf ft 

tl 



[HFT 111—75^4] 




2^ 


<i'{'H'i4K (ai’S<J>l(4e^ ciaiT 


2006 ' ^ 


(dl-H^I ^>rtER) 


;U£2:iBUu 


ciaiT ^aif ^ ^ ^> Er ^ 

?rRr ftojfjpfr ^ 

^ R'i<i—"tjifl, f^'*(Pi<(i U’t^a ^ % I 
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vrmif ^ 

^ Hlftro ^ araf^raf 

• w Rnnral ^ ^ ^ f^cRsp 

^ ^ araf^ ’m%q? 

• ^ ff, crt 'ilRo araf^ w ^an w ai? anrrfSt^ 

R-^ raP r?R/ M i ^^ ?ft HPraV »ft cn\ 

• aift tit ^ ^ 1^ ^ q fiqtf ^ 

^ ft> ^jt^r ^ ^rrt^ arafSr Bhft, anrrffer^ 

ftciy«i ^ MRniftd ftnjT WTT ’an%q? 

UTtl fewiP>iari 

1, 31^ trg? #ft ^nfl^ crsn ^ ai^r^ ^ecicht t? ^ -frft'-ffl’ 

ci5t ^ arfimr sre^Re^^f ^ ^ tR tjTFrr anfttTi 

arnif^TJ^ ^ t cfr ’TRc^t^J ^fflcIT ^ aTtPfcT 

cf5T^ gii'5<n^ ci^ an1%^ giflicija ftcRcp ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

■?i^ 1 ^ trg? arafgr ^ #ft tfr f^mr? ■=!#[ #t i ^ ^ 

ftTTFI ^ RclT WcTT t ^ IcRR^ c^ ^T«fi^ ^ t tfr ^ fc(cT^ cJ^T 

araifii^ TTRT ^nw i (5>4 cT ^ ^ (’(1ciiPi<jct) €t^t T#a^) 

2. ^ !ITl§r^ fcIcR^ 1^ C^ TTcfi ;f[f^ STcrf^ ^ I €t^r 

yilelc^d ftd?ch ^ f^FTcff ^ cR^ ^ vftfefT STtrfSri 



[HTTIII—7jTO43 __^ TPnra-: 3rawiT°i_;_» 

(■gncTH ^ ^ ^ ^ i> iHflcr) ^ wif ^ ?r^ i €Ht 

^ arnilsj^cl gjf f^W^cRTi ^ ^ ^JEHT ^ ^ \3Tpft ’ETlfl^ ?TSTr 

'3'i<i’ fJi’iiei'l ^ [^-(Tl I'lfe'ti ^ '5^ I«'W^<Jx: ^ ^Tf|f<j I ^ '(JSJIci 

^ 3)yrt2|ci7ci ftcRg?' ^ yR'HiRc) ^ cwr ^ ^ 

4.1 *€1^ ^ arail^cijci ftcT^ ^ 4 ^ aiaf t 

% 51 ^ ^ 3fg^, €t^t , ’t'Tfff g5T TJ^ ftcR^, ^ ^ if 

3RW6f, ^,' sit?/SJST^ (mhImRso ^ ^ <r>l'{qi4 ^ I '^?ft 

^ ^itRrt g5?FT t ^ ^RT? if ■fftllcH ^ ^ SnJf gvTfTT t, 

^ ^ sfn?^ gjif^ ^Rm t (^RR if Sffqfe?! 

^ sTRim); Ri»Hyf ■gif' ^ff^p, srmtfifcr m a# M§tird i t m if a?tF spg 
sffcR-^ sffFcIT t; fcT^cT ?TS^ fcR^f-Rg ^ ^RcIT t sfR/m 

RutSi^’H PRcfT t; cISTT f^RsId W# ^ ?fWR^ sn^STR# FeicTI | 

^ ?F5 4.1 a>r " aftt ’fr STFgR^? m F?€t sffcr fe ? y-w i f^d 
?f^w aR^ff ast fctf^tf^ aR^ f '7 Tj^ Rmfre ^ 

f^Rft ftcRa? ^ €t^r l^^cpifchi ^ ^ # ^mrtSm vSFJ I 

ftj €Mt ^ srof?!^ fltcR^ ^ if. Wtfe?r sraf^ if# <» i^ <iij ^ 

## ^ smrfSr^ Rd?<*> a>f ff # g?r4 f^R? #r r (?sr) 

«k 

3. Rrrm# ^ # #l%?r 3?gf§t# # # ^raf ## =£## ^ 

3TTf?r^ l%d?4 ^ #f 6 T if # cTT^ ?t# | 51 ^ gif -gR f^fipT RIKJ#. RIFT 

^ ftRT RpMcT TITFT ftR. RT# t ?mT F#RTcI ^ oFTR ST# f, # 

"## #TRff # siyrt^cijcT ftTRar # sm# fRrift # sit? ?tFe srrt 

^TlflTT I ## #TRff # FT#^ fcR?<# # fuIR# fct?I?uT RT>rR # ?WTf# 

^rnfl RiT# t, RR# #ft?T SIR# ?nFRR?e? rsit sffqfe? # #r ?i#ri?rr5 rircr 
itRI RI%^| 13 ^ #?R # SFR RIRIT^ ^ 1%?IRR RR<# # 3I^?II?, 5l| ^ 3li|Sn^ 
.RRT 3#M #RraiH35 RRIR R? #RI? RRRI ’RlfllT I fiJIT^ISn^ ##) 
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4. 30 ^ araUr Mf^ctifcMd tr 

cim m ^ ^ f sn^ ctpm yfi?^ 

3H?% %fT^cH sTTScbl'ki ^7^ f tISJT ^ f^fnTcH ^571^ f I ^?cT 

^ <Tf?ic^r Rfi% ^ Ri'HcI wrt ^ ^ 30 11^ 

3ITW ^ 11 iraiR, 'Hfc|<lrH4> cZjg^ ^ ITPT ^ ^ ^5# tiro 30 

^PT ’Ttfer ^ ^ ^ ti 3ra1§r ^ ^sir ^ 

^fSt Sd'iRUchdl 11 HWlfSld ^ ^Rff cWT StPff ^ 3tclnT-3R7Tr atgflr ^ 

^iir%q LiRRejfri'y')' ?wt '7#7RfcT ^ f i (wft^) 

5. ■f^rf^RR yRcicfd ^ i[>i airaT^RPcTT t cnf% f^rar^ ^ w ^ 

(f>) ^ trrfM ^ #Ei d1fe'<P ^v?Rf f?it?fTtftcT vrmi (’a) 

3)yi(S|c|5cl/R-'<?l''Hf*1I^H ^ TTfte CIT^ ^«tcf atfq^/tnnT^afr ^ 

^ c|?r 3)|c|:^iJ4R1l ^ ^ 'ETTI^t? tIsjT {^) ^ 3pEI ^EIcT 

3?cri?r #fr ’ETrtt^ cfR xr qR'Hiftci xphi ^Enflxx | (j xr ^cf i iiH ) 

6. ^ ^ cf^r Rh'MoiIi' ^ xj^ #gct xiqj sraRr 

vppft rpfli? I xirt^ 3Tci1?r gjR ^ ^ 30 ^ #ft ^rnltx? w ^ aiMilS i ^ci 

R-?rat%?T%/xmiMt ^ ^TTPeff Afr cif; #fr itritxT giTtt% arai^ ^ 

Ef?r ^ ft? 3T^ t, cfr Tn?5^, ftpm 3 fx?xji- ^ ?ftxT ^ t, g^r ^ 

q ^ij ii ’f i xjsFft xrtft I (trxpftt 

7. 3T^-3IBxp q?RXjft ^ ftOT 3TOT-3R7xr SRlftRlf gft o n di^^tPd l ^ tl 

^ Epm ^ xjl ^ ^RP^ 11 1) 'cllftlftflcp gjRxq: ^JXTcIH ^ q?^, WRIT, anft, 

^eiTxff XR xJTff yim (2 Erit q?I '^xwf ^ RTRft ^0 *1^ ^ ftlXT t 

tft?Ei?TE^ofRT?^xTt^ ftl'Md XJXicTO qvIRTT RFTcff ^T 30 q?I 
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#TT ’Enfej; 2) Rl'Md’l' ^ 3IMl1^cl f^cpTS^ ^ 

^<7 ^ ttsit 3) (^<M<?i)' ^ ^ 1^ 

^rj ^ uil&cijci ^ i^r artSj^ %gnj iiri ^ ^ 

^ ^5^ I ^ g>R®r f^PHcTf ^ 

^ Fjgj TTTf ^ 3fgl?r f5|gf% 11 viraft) ^ 2 

11 3icr: ■qf ^3ft?T t w ’ll? 3TiSm> ^ ag*# ^ at 

^ ^ ^ af^ ai^ ^ aia-am ^ arinfiJa 

’?r5R<r gft 'grf^ ^ i ^ ^<f1i{xi/ai441<fl4) ^ ?<^h i oi 

ar Tja ar aam ti ^ a*T^ 4 h 1(^(^^ ar a^rar ^ 

a*iaf ^ aifita a^^^Rfta itm mr ^ir€f^ iim TKim a^jM ^ aa ^ 
^ f*R€f Tjir? a? f%at^ ^ afa a^ ^ ar^^ a^ aacir 1 1 
fSffSa cfa am^a da*fi<t> 11 aafSr^ ftcRa ^ ql^aa ^ ana a^ ^ ara? -aw 
aia ^ a^?aa^ (^ aite ^ sutft^ ^ sifga) ar ^'f^aa 
a^a aif^ia t; art ftqfc^ ar FJriaa aair ftia^ sfia ftaft ^ 
at feofta^ a^^ ^ f^a ftwr arai t; a^afSia ft># ^ 
3 jcTia f^aft ^Ff^ "tcqt?) ^ asaf^T ^ ftar %aaaff ^ ataar cwr aa a^, da 
a aTH aff a? affa^ a^ ^ arf^^ aff t, ^ f^at^ ad ?faM a>an 
anlfda 11 (tjaa^) 

8. at ^fifea arafd dd aft dt^ waati - afeft ^aena d aifecr ^ ^ a; 
1 drtj aar ^ araddt ^ arft a?dt anfl'j i a?^?!a, aaM ^ arad d fa 
a^ta aar fdafRa 2 fda ad dilda a|a asa 11 ad^' aiaddt '■$ arad d difea 
acrid dt^ 2 fda d aftaa aar d aar 7 fda ana cntd? ^^dda aai daaf 
ad drfd^ ^ arad d daa ^ fdcia^ €tMa d afa ana ^ a^i araddt ad 
f?? aaaa af^a rl d a fdair an aajar t: aff da# aa ad^ tdr# 

fd^dsa d ftraa# ad fdafda aj^ar d, ad aiarida^ # arerfc^ f^ aid d da# ^ 

'N 
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^ 5fT«cblT??f ^ wr JEtt ^'TTfSTT ^ ^ t W ^ TtltecT 
(tpr?^3Tt/3frlteT) ^ ^ ^ RFT t cT«lT ^ ^ ^ 

53 ^ fcp# ^ ■‘iPTM snr-gJRR^ 5 m afro ^ 1^ t crar t? 
tTcTf ITTt^cpR^/fsfRft 3RJ xpRftsrr ^ ^ HJcRejT f^RT ^ 

;W( M ^ fcR% ^ ■R'gT A ^ ’TPlcff <i ^ 7 ^ RtfeTT cTPI, 

sTRi cf.'il^ cISTT 3Rl T!4t R^Toff ^ fl'I^thl'W'!)' IRT 30 1^ ^ 4tfefT 31^ 
wpq ’Enfl^ I fcicFK^ ^ cfr? 'IT? 3[icRejT ci5t tin4t 1% ^ 

m i'^ 2 f^cRT ^ Trrl%TT cnf^ imri^ (Ji'41'fle ^ wct mR ^ 
<# I 7f5Tz} yn4 rnflq cn% at®! <£l4l4e crajr 

gT^ g'Rf ^ ^ TI^. f^TvT ^ 3ik ^if^raR, Rf^TR cTa?T >(Hl4\jlPcb 3TcR5m 

w! A wftm ^ iM wiA: i (fMt 

3. . srtTcT 30 ^PT Rtftrr 3?c[flr - rnflq afp tt TPft 4 rpi, ^ 

(t^ '3(yil?)cija fcRRR' Rff TR?Ri tnfttj g^if% ^ ^ 4rfe^ 

» 

3Rrt$fcr ^ t) ^ 7II%r/TT^, f«T^ TRR TR f^^TOR i%T? t m 1^m4 
TT ^TcTR t, cf^ SRTf&cp ftcRR ^ ^ ^ ^ t W 

fitRft fTTScPRSR TT dl§'fl'dtJI'?l /yiIt|c|oa fcRR^ sldl ^ TTT ^ ^ «n?R TT f^TRR 
gif&tf^gcfj. fctcTR t tjfr ^ ^JRTR ^ f IvRI^ 1%gK PlMeU ml^raRR 
(^t#^) 3T^ m&TRR 11 sIES^PR^ A TR^sfr ^ srf^ TETRT ^TRT ^ A 
TTefraiT^sI^ c[5t TRsm iR c||fD||uqg5 ^ WltT ^ R# 11 ^ l^mT^ A 

i^; ST^T^ IM tJTR TafR J^TORP^ ^ A «RIR icilcblH aif^RR^ ^ 

ppftl VTRT ^RTT dl(^k!'| 3iyiltlc|jd ftcRR ^ '^t ’IPft 4 HR>ll(4a f^Tm wIHT dllB'i: 
(i) Uft' WT5^?R?7 STTT 3R^ Sn^SIRlt A TRiRTSTf ^ 3jEP 

^ t w STRT xTJTTRfsrr/an^srr A ■rezr ^ ftRft sire^jRe^ 
^ ^ ^ ^ 7f5t A 1cT%cT w# ;rRT gi-nPie gR?ir t 

3fR (ii) ^ Slf^, RT sll.gcfTW'i ^ TIT ftj# xpiiRl3fr/^«IR 3ffTT^ ■$ 
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iTWr % ^ SJelW ftRT 5ll-S4>l’W'<l' ^ f^npTcff ^ tl 

10 , ^ aTcrfgpTf ^ c|^{hh oiraw uftcT t ^ t ^ 

10 f^'HHy, 2004 ^ aPtfTfRTtuT^ ^ IJcq^ 11 ftr# ^ 

sraw if '(HH^'W f«iaiiii viTBT ’snfl crt^ ^ vsir ^ i €rtt ^ 

3)yil2|c|ja fcTcR^ ^ ^ ^Tffe^ 3raf?r ^ Hl(6|ct>'<“l sm ^^T5ffg>^ 

STTif ^ 3)N^4J<t>c1l 11 w4 ^ #1T fvraif fife if WRR ^ 

crrJte/^Wt #icff ^ wt?i ^ ^^T'Stfty ?j«it isrt ?nff^ ^ # 'Hi4vj)Pi4> 

31c|c)5|^|/!i!lP|cjK/><f4c|K pit f, cTTftj ISIET ^ (^'W>44^H 

^ pjT^cnt ^ TmiftrT t, ^ TnterJt a#tP57nr ^ 3iw w ■p^ 
fif^ I (f st4) 

11. 30 ^ tJP5 ^TtfeH aipfSl ff #ft ?I«IT ■q? qPRTf if ?IPI^ 

#ft qrfli? I 'siwilSicijci ftcR^' ^ 1^ artfecT qfe isrt 

qr^t ^ ^ ^ ij4 ciip-HM q ^ I isra siftvr/qi^, l^ra# ft?# if frirr 
feij ^ qr 9i-s4)i'tc'< qft ^‘laM ftxii q>f aiyifSiqja (4a'(«i ^ qMt q^ qiqi isfr 
?tpkit pqfftj qf 1^)# ^ (M)^#'H'an^/uii?tc^ f4mq> t afhJ qTFft ^ if 

fcfcTqq qqj pTfarfbqpT fctpq^ t qft ft; cRR ^ fsiT t fu^ft ftij ftpiq 

'Ryan 'arfSrq?^ (€tMe) afftr piftm ti qsfraq^q^ q5t wrr q? aiRifty* 
ftrrq, mK'WR* ^ % qfr^ qf ■ffmiq qit qfnqr q«iT 8i i >gp> r 'W : <t sm 
WT^3Tf/^q^ sffq^ ^ 3Tf^ TR^ qM ^ ^ ftq -HxlMH ^ ftqftf 
cpt STqrft^q ftrrq ^ Rq if q^ qrqr qnqr qifti i ^ ftqftf ^ ftq qiF^i^ 

' ;gTq ftij qq qqj qsftq ftjfq c^ qqqq tcfftfq arllR^ ^ ftjfq pm ftqr unqi 
qrftq I aiwiRpjd ftrqq qir qrqt if qRqrftr ftqr qnqr qrflq; (i) qft qreqq^ 
yi'd 3 (h 4 Hiltfpja sTT^atK^l ^ ftq ft'ifl qqqqpft q>f Rpq srft p)q 4qi qq^ 
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3 () 


^ iSHT ^ ^ ^ «fr fciter’w# 

fcT^ ^ ^ ^ 5TOf*l^ TfcTT t cTsiT (ii) 

arf^, T?m ^ ?fr ^ ^ hi 'jH^jnsit/'^Hci ami^ev ^ 

Him ^ ?I1*# fcTlJ flHT jirsgn^ ^ Ri^HcII' ^ R«Rd 11 (gitq>t) 

T<r*Rf ^ 

H>T 

• mr ii)ftn smf^ ^ «i«fviiPi<j> nlftw «n1t WFftm ^ ^ 

mpft !Hif^? 

• HHT . ^a>tcl HcITHJ^ ^|4 xj|Pi«)> ^ ^ 

ai’d<«i'W'<T/ijHijTiart ^ Hit ser xstht Hifeif? 

• I5H HReif ^'. unf ars^TTc^' ^ 3nr^ afro f, hhi 

TRWa^ ctan ^Hci aiYq^e'yT ^ ^ Rhh afnp ^ 

UIS^T ^ 3nH?H^ wtm? 

UTR ftplI^THf 

1. %T^ ^ f^lfecT HlfefT 1^ ISRI Hlfl'J, #tl HlfliJ HHI 

^ cnfte ^ ^ laupfti 'Hr4vj)f^ch. nifen sm Hinift ^ cirft?3 hh 

JIvI 'ITciRT t| TflilcI Hcira>T Tir4uiftH> ^JcRT ^ ^ 

sirr^UT^ff/W^ail # WRi fcra5?q git rfiftq i ir ngfgif Hit 

sftg^ Stsrfrt WHStt/ftRcigi ^ ^ gft xldw^ft 3RRH -^T 

gip^t I It, '?1t. '53^ (^ciiPi<jfi)-^NR lilt R^sigi) 
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2. "^rtfe^ 3Tcrilt ^ '^l4vyiPicp ^JtHT ^ vjflft ^ ^ ^ VJ1|41 xnf^TT I 

■^HdK ^ ^<A ^ ^ sinScM'KT^ ^ cRg ^ R'JSINI 

TnopT 11 3TfT; PiRxid TR ^ I nf^, 1. 

^ ^ €\^ #=7^ ^ fcTcT^ cTSTT <?W ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ fTmvRT fii'Scbi'W'il' ^ argf^ ^ 

sTra^RS^ ^/IfT T^nTI^sft C^ «rf^ 3ff^ '34 'HIcWI HjT 

^ f^d'^ch cR^ if ^ ^ 'deiViX ^71^ sffq^ ’^t iJIlPid t, R 7ft 

wt; #ft ’tnflTj I T;[i7Tj^3ft #7 c^6ic7 affqte? ^ WTift ^ % ftrRTeT ^ ftft ^ 

3T^[»7fft 71^ ftTft xnf|T? I 5^ KrP7 ft f?, Rm>iR?i ^ vTiftt t ^ '€tftt 

gJI ^ fcTd^ ywifclch" cbl'{c|l^ jftf^rarpT ^ 4.1 tj ft S!ll(ft<H ^5^ ^gif^TJ 

ft) ft ^rWf ^ 'ftftTj ft ^0^ ^ f? gre ' ^ TTF eft ^ Tlfpft ^ift 7T^ ^7W ^ 
ftftftfr fftq ft777 tit TTcftt R7«'7 3fft^ ^ ^ ftrRTeft ^ 

ch l ft T r I fttftr ftrfeff eft ftcTW ^ ft)^ ^ Rl'Hcft ^ sffqr ^5^ ^ 

fttft^ sraftr Tifr #ft ^nftrj tsfr wrrraft ^ ftitr ^ 11 ftftiin ^ 

^371^ 4.2 ^ wftfft^ ft)TIT vffTTJ ft) "€tftf ft'I eft ^ SI«<T)|'W'</ftci'( 4 ) ^ ftqiq ^ 
sTTft ft Vi H *11 era 1 ^ ^ vfjfftcT efrftft ?7lft) ft 3Rft fteft ^ ^ 6 IT ^ "Hft I cT^^^TR, 
ftrdT7e7 cITT^ft ftft ^5^77 ftt Wftri WER R7f ft ftt ftt vmxjftt Tjfft ^ #Ie7f ^ 
ftcTW cftt7)d IjfftTTT ft affdftR c[5)T t sft? TTfft ftetW ft)ftt ^ 5f5f ft ftcll 
^ 7f7 t ftt ftf WER dftf ft ftt ftt vWjftt I ftchcM ^ ftk R, ill^'*)' ^ 

■ftftfftt7 R eft wjn ^ ^jflicT ft)TTr vsn ■?7aK!T 11 fttftt ^ ftma? 

7ffftftc7 ft 37a?7i I .-Rt^ araTar, tpTTj^aft ^ affa^eft' 
aft aaiT ft 'rs ft a 15 ^' (ft Plan ^ cim aa aiar a^ ?taT ^arffta aftffft) aa ft 
^ iTar an^ fftfftaftf aa vJceH'yd anft f 1 (^f^R) 

3 . fttfefr sTEffft aft Rpa vHTftvaffta) ijaai an^ aTTift ^ ffta ^ aft anftt 1 
Rift aicHiai, Ri'Men R<7 fttft efSTT Iftiftalfta araa r yicTia ^aft ^ ftta ^ 
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cHHiKcilfcr tf)KU| cr?gcT: 30 ^ cTO f I sTTS^iRS^ q>r 

^ ^ cjft yen ^ w?r ^ trf^ ^ 

3mm1^ lGiwlciiRi)'i' ^ ^f)ROT ip? ^ viT^ t ?5t f^ofra^ ^ 

Ttyr^ y5T ?y5 -aniraTfJlcp f^rify f 'nt ^ ftufii ngFgijnf ^ # 

^ wt ^ ^ ^ ?>t ^qxp!T ?Tf?^ 

^ ?ncfr 11 FFf m\ i>m ? lit witoisff ?ir sik ^ ^ 

' iii^*\^'ii ^ ^ fii^W'Hi'd ^ f^pptcf ^ 11 mj 

3TN^ ^ ^ y>t 3pr1^ qit nf^<|cH<t) IPTR m ^ «tScR t 

wrar arr????? t 51 ^ ^ RPrih ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ipmj 

yn^ifi ^ycT aff?^ a«rT 'Heffibi^ei'if ^ ^ RPiijftd araf^ # ■# 

: f^Pw r HH ^ ^ aftf^ in «irar t ft? 113 ^ ifPisM y53^ 

gq ' Hl l ? ?! apj^ aff^ ^ n?im ^ ^ f I int^, in 3n??im ^ 

: int|K[ OTHtcttn 1%ipteff 1^ afftp ^ i^n^wsfr tisjT ^ypr 

aitM^g ^ ^ aifSRSEPTT nnr 11 (ijij^ianf^i#) 

4. ^ ^ ^ elPJ^ yiFT ^ HI? in^ 1 #^ -^t ^ in^ tfiw 

iTiifin ipit ^ 1^ anf^ 30 ^ it? 5^ t i in^ ^ irr?, 

3nf^ Mr gicT ft5t: nr in5^ f ?nf^ afn yruM irar 

^ ^ I ^ grRoff ^ fq ^ '^, ^ ^ ^ t, 

an^ 7 liit ^ t ?3 t anfSr winaiaff 

yir aiFm ^ ^ (^'h<h ^gitcT ft^ip nr ti 

qWT3it/qqf^3it ^ iTTSf |q stpsipr?? ^ "a[3Tl^4ja y??i?' ?ft 

■ipTTpT yir loy fipin npn ^milq 1 (wftq) 

5 . iflfe^T anrf^r ait imr ^nfarf^ ^ptr i> ^ ^ ait arnit 

initq I 'HHit n' -<q-:ii i> htkw witaaiari ait art&ijfta avHi anait 
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iTi^ 11 ?^rfcT^ ^ ^i?ng5^ ^ fc^i? 

?n5w?5^/W!^3fr ^ w 1%g>cg ^ ^ ’mfl'j i gf^ w 

f^sif% arafif ^ gn1%^ i ^ihR gg gcrrq gn ^Tg?^ ti gf^ 
Sri'S'Pi'W'i ^ g? ^igwT ^g?i®T gig^ ^ cit ^ggi gffg^gg/Tjg'jwsit g^ ^l-io f^gg 
3ffg> g5g%’ gg aifSrggg gff #tt gifti? i affg^/ipgj^ait gft m gg^ wfrgmaif 
^ aifSraJi^ g^r fgg ^ggi #ff 5^ifeij ?g ?rag gcfJrOTflg giggi giUiji 
aicngi, gf^ "gae w'lgi^'S" fSiPigg t cit ^ggi gffq^/W^ait 
"TRs raPigH #11 gif# I (#e#ig) 

6. ^ 1 # 3igf?r gft wit uft ajggi ^ f# ^ g?! girfl gif# i ^g#i 
gj# ^ ftgicg g?r fgi #i gif# i wfiggRit git ftiaft 4t w? ^ Pgg affg^ g>t 
ajgiT ■^r gi# gif# gi^ g? irregiRga git a# ^ ^ gg wgait git a# gi 
^g?i sffq^ g?r 3# % ggf# gf aifSiPrgg gqg#iT3tf ^ f#ff git aar g#r git 
^^5 ^ ggigi ggi 1 1 (#jg4t #i?g) 

7. g# gig^ ^ ##t sigl^r foifeg gg ^ ggrai sri gggmgTgiaf git 
gig^ ^ f# ^ aw #fr gif# ggi wftggiaif git ##i uri^t gigl ^ 7 

^ #R 'ji’H'ijT^Hi aiPigiif git gi# gif# i #icif m ^gitci ggpii ggi gP?i4 
gi^ #11 ti fa#icT f #7 g# gi^ f#itiRf 't^'fiftfcicft #it gif# gi# 

f^^ff# ^ ftgft f#tg 3i#ga git ^ airm? f#ii gn ggicii ^ i 

f^eht^yf ^ ^ 3ig ^ ir#racT Mf#T gM #t f i !iiPigig>T git gf 
fii gi i Rg git gncft t # g? t#? f#5^ i^t g^ a# ftiaft #i ^fg# gn g?r#P 
gitflfg f#j gn at j t 'itRin git ggi atPranf gni #t gif# i gft gwiait gi 
3ilg^ gi git^ #n ngrar an# a# ^ ^ f^ afftp girmi gw t cit 

f^ig at# giT^ ^ g#r g®Fign?g^ git ##i ^ gif# i giggiRsa gi ^ ggicn 
f^ gf#T #n # g? gnggi ^ # gggif '^gig gg ^ ^ gqgtggiaff ^ #aft 


2748 GI/2006—5 





THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part in —Sec, 4] 


cnf if #fr 3ft^ w ^ ^ if 3RI ^ TnHR 

^iT 3TeFT y'klPitf?! ^ iM ^ ^ ^ ^<blcM* araw ^ 


j 3Tcri?r ^ TjupTr 'HHWKTiff if vjH'(jrni i> ^ ^ ^ ?nft^ ^ 

ifil rTTfti? I sir>S' 4 )l'W'( ^ T? ^affcT xloiltb-^ ^ ^ ^ ftWT 

^ ¥M ^rT%^ 3ft7 ^ ^ trrflq % uwiRd ^ ^j^rt 

fl^fTr^TR ^ RWT ^ ^ ■^t wj I f^tfl ^NcT ^ afnp ^ 

■jtmi^aTf ^ aiFJ^ ^ ^f*R ^ t ara 

affti^e^ sm 100 ^ arfira? rt ^ f ?iaiT ^ #T?ff 

^ ^ ^^:cR 5 ?5t 8R?rT tR -^sIR ^ C|5t ?rpfcR ^TfSlcT ^ 

W t 3TRTafT ^ ^ ^ ’cRr ft^rRcT ^ ^ WIT I 5^ aTcITcIT, W^afl 
:rqriitcA ^ 3fff^ ^ 7371^1 ^ 4tfeifr ^ <Mli^€l 35t anf^ 
Epi^iTf c^ cfjRTJT ’ef^ 3it ^ 3^% i> «nf®R ^ ■^iw 11 (f%€l ^«iR) 

s, 3?cr1?i ^ cTnft^ ^ sn^ nf -hhwkmWi' ^ anfr 

■?i?,i t ^ TWrarr/'^ wn irm w 1^ ijiraT 11 t? wrr 
^ t ar^rafT irraws? irr f^ aunci wwra 3 >t 
5^R ^ f ^ ^rwf> ^ 3 ;^ ^IRrajl^lR ?IFR ^ I (fIHTf% 

^ Rsiim ^ 3R% iR iRiRTafr/^eiR afra^ 35t f^Ki ^ t aik ^ieTi^i3«R 
aRjif WFlt ^ ^flcTR 3R^ WI '^H'HII^' ^ 35^ tl) 'RIRiaTl rRJT ^3cl 
CJTR^ IRT ftRff ’fr ^R5T ^if afT3> 3R^ WTlWaff 3>r WH 

W t afR ^ 't^ch^W'if c^ ^ ^ ctRR cpT 153 ; ’ITT ^ ^?raRT t aisjfn 
•i fT^ aRTl^ an ^J^HT I 3T«^ if, ftRfI vsh'iI'kII 'qRia ftnj uffT^ 3>t 

qrci^trcFRT ^ f eft iWHaft ^ 35 ^ ^ 3 'i?^ ajfim t wm 

" -ijR ^ 3)f^ H^TRiaft fiRTT ^ ftRft sll'Scbl'W'J ^ Rl'M'd ^ft aw 




['^111—71^4] 


■TO "spi TTsm : arorviT^ 


35 


^n?cTT t ^ ^ 3fcri5r 30 ^ #ft I sll'dchl'hi'd tpuTHar! 

^ 30 ^ ^ t, ^ Piv^ciK ^ ^ 3r15m>m ^nwf ^f, ^ ^ 

f^^isPT ^5^ ^ iTfn ^ ^ ^ ■’TTfrarr mfSiil' ^ ^ Pmewi wm t 

■^5?tcr 'T^ ^ ^ m 'Hmwwmo))’ wiftm cr^ cpt ^ 3?at ^ 

ti ^ g^Fra^t ^ w=^t f^miw ^s^nzif cpr 

■RiT t arailcf ^ ^ wr '=iff ftc?t t aik 4i(?iil' ^ ^ wftcr 

3RTOcr ^ t 3lk ^ R ^ ftrscpi^ ^ RI'McH 3fTO ^ "FIT 

ti (3n^^jR?k^) 

10. ^=f(feFr kcl1?r Tlf yTRJ^ ' ^ ^ cTkt^ ?nkR ■=1^ ^rrftn 3r>- 

RFi kTRlcff ^ ^ cR^ ^ kmftcT cTkt^ ift ?ITPR Tfjt g! ! 

TlTfliJI #Tkf R ’cTefTcR ^ ^ ^ «ll-gchl'W>!)/1'Hk!'H3ir >> 

[cIcfjcH^ ^ sf? ■qil^'^ I fcb'(ll ■ci’KI ^ kRI 3fni> ^ Rk '9T'”' ■;■;! ; 

^ tpTRTsfr mr 3Tfks^ ^ tkr; skfecT ^ grfttr; >■?; ? •. 

sil'S'l’I'tC'i EFTR^ ^ fcgj ^ 'llfci'd ^ § 3ik '3'1<f)l RRT kiRTeft ^ if)Tt5^ "!i 

cR^ R ^ ^ t 6i1^ iTTn^aijt/TT^aijt tr? ^ rr I i 

11 . arafSr ^ wtt wsRq^ ^t Rkr Rira-i # nr-ki 
RRT3ft/^RT sffkR ?RT Wf! ^ ^ cTlft^ ^ R ~n4,' -;-:,itr; i ■ 

'RfTcR ^ ^ sk ^ ^JTHT "mfpX; Tn.w-■■ :’ 

3TsTRT '^WT^R’T^ ^ W'dlRa cR '<1<1>ai ^ 'Ri ^d'Ri m'‘ ■'^'.V ?■ ': :!i;;v;7 

^ ^ I ^ 'STTcIT t 1% ^ f^rWRT RTRTaf; ;#r 7k(cT 

sifqfe? c^ f^TRfj ^ t Rff% ^ ^ ^ec)cb' ^ 

ticp^ ^ ft) '3RPT <i)«lc1 SfpkR WTSR^R ^ 3 )h3 R ^^'' ' ' . 

11 vinift) 'Tiwt ^ 3lk ft wft t. ft t aiftcp arpRPfr ^r<’ sj- ' ■; • ; ■; 
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f 1 'T^t^’^arr rfSTT Cl^ sffqi ^ 

awYifvrraff ci^ cpt^tt srtISm ^ t aik ^ ^ crr ^ 

fl^-rr ?t ^ftcpcTl' t STsrfcT 3m1& Ttan | 4, ^ WttcRIT 

tY ^ sTTcfij'ii^Tn t cfr w^sfr ^ cjr4 ^ 7 

■i-irYiTi ^^TTnT •Yc< 40 '(•fn'ld ^cti 'll CO cl 1 ^ aft^ TTf4 i^H^j-dafr 

fMf c^ RH'McI cPt Rcra 3fTO TirgcIT t eft 1^ 30 

Y . +lTiTP=nTf, ^ f^cIT^' 4 MifS'irf 30 1^ ^ TfR^ ^ c^ 

^ 'ffq^ cjt^^Y t cTTf4> Rhim^Y 4 c^ ^ 'tIi tiI^ ^m^'W 

‘Mi?iYci5 -cjirrat ePT 5^4 ttct 1%3n ^ ^ t afr? ^ ^ ^ Rteft t 

aiR ^yffift c^ 4 ri w^Tct 4Y amt???? ^ t eft ci^ tm 
siiTcrK^ c^ Rm?m Rcte? ?t4 ^ t!j^ 4t ml%tj 1 (g>n4t) 

Tfitz (ftmi 

e am f4i^ ii'd«iiT'ki'?/JTe^ Rtfch aim^ ^ m ^iswer 

^ mmi-^ftirr Rrafftci a>t wnft f«rn^' 4 

;nm ^ tfftcR. RtJMd ^tm amnj m aj^cr ^ ajtf^tmR mr 
mm? ^ ^4ta?R m? 4 cnf4> mr ftci<<t> ftm 

narrtj ftRft '^' ^ ^ ^ ^? 

fm ^ mm tffrm 4" ^r4Y ’4?Taff ^ ^ (4cR<t» aj^i^ nr^c m 

a5t f^mraY' an ar^cr ftmr t a5t ^aidi ^ ^ aTs^nmr 
SKT mj mm mt anRra ftmr nrmr mfl\'? 

• w armamaYaR ftRrmr ^ ajRiapf ifa^ta cian ’TfR-<i<Ki4<iRfft<n 
3[4erT mf ftm tmi mft? mr a5t, ftfaft atm (^c>neci 
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i^eM>i4/^ ?JT w TR vJMci<*i w4 ^ arPraijf 

artm ^ Bt ^ f^viftecf 4f ^ gMoTO «IT 

^ t? 

. ^ tfk ^R artenarf ^ ^r cII^ f^anr ^ wft 

crrtlvsf ^ TiB^ arpBR A' g u oi ar f ? 

feurfi>m i 

1. ■q? 3R era? 3i^-3i?PT ■q^ tt>H^e q^r srafera? aft 

iTHi'joi ^ 3TOTq ^ wpq ti q^iii q^r 

^ Ct>i4ft|^ (c|c),(^rt q5t vsn^ 11«re4 tr q qR4 ^ ^ 

qqWf 1>rf^ ^ A. qq> wi ^ 41^?, aiiq?q ■ti^d 1^ qmj 
anq^ ftRft ’Rt q? 1^ qrq^ qfr ^ i ^-H-qR ^ ^-hw^i' 

(^q4^, #-4er, anf^) ^ ^ wj ^ 4 jii^<M^'{ ^ iRt 

3fq4 IMqR q>r qn4 qq ?nf45f '#q ■mflqi 4^ 3 i^4ei ^ 

qqf qRra? qq4 qq qRqr qq? qm bct ^ qtqqq t, fuRiq>t MR!j^.t[a i % 

qn4 qft vifrf wf(qm 4qT qq qft qq ^iqqft t; TO q4 qiq^t 4r qq ^nqqft 
t % aq^tqq qq qqfr qfqqf 4 ^jp! t cm ^ aq^qq qqf q4 
qq4 ^ cqfRi 4 wr ^tqr to; qft qqqi to^ ^ qqq^ q4 Icrfecr 4 fq 
rfsq-ciszi qq qqq % MrIcT q4 aiqro qRT TO 11 3RRTOtqpT 

14f4qq 4 3i4f$icT 3 )Picii 4 qq4q to 4fq-qq^jq^f^ q4 3i4sq q4 q^ btot qqqr 
qrftqi q? ai^isq ^ '^qc# q? to^# 4 qrflq mrt qRcftq ^ qiqrR 4 

q4?r qR4 ^ cq4^ ^ 4t fti (^4 ct 4t. 4t. ^ {4qiPt^q)-^qqi ^ 
q448mj) 





.18 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[PartIII— Sec.41 


2 . ancT^ TR cjTT^cn^ ^ ^HFTPWTT eT^ t 

^ sftMT^lRchclIsit ^ ^ ^ GTlfir ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^N^^cpcii cfJE^trf 13 ^= 1 ^ eFT^ cilcii Hi^el ^ 3TcFT—3fcFT "§ I ^ 2 Tt^ 

^ ^ ^ 'm^ TFR7-#HT Rxftftd 

crarr #tt i ^ vj^ ^ar oqrcr^ftcb 1 ^ 

?RT^ ^ 3iaRJ cTSTT ci^N-HlfJlch ^T«(eT '^anf^tcT ^ ?\fr f I ^ 

chl4c|lf^i|( STT^ ^ sMt 11 eqPT if ^ ^ t 

an^^'Efjt ^ 31X4^ 4-41 ^ <X)|'{c)l4 ^ ’XT'TJI—^ft*XT -X^ ?X4t qilBis I 

f^exfcNf if f^f^iiH ^ Ttfm^’ mr 3?1% <m^ 

^ 3FIf cpKcpI ^ 31c1NI ^ -(O^ ^ 'H41STT ^ viXT^ ^ 

STTcRSRRTT ^ ^ '3'T*fRtXT3ff ^ fel^ 240 % 3tfSR5 

xjttcx^ f I # TTTJ5 wnr 61 fiffcnrx wrfcftTT if arr^ qfet ^ 

jfre^FT^ ^ TT^ cffw k^eqxT^ ti ^ #xcxf ^ ft?R^ if ■xr^t^ 

^ I4p|ij*x SRT 3Xfl|^flrfT ^3IHT tflfl'X I "XSR 

^ XRT t f^PfiflHcb xra ^ 'i4'*frat1l3ff ^ 1%cT if craJT xrfcnPraf ^ x;^ 

JTFf 3TWXT I W xipHr t ftx 3litm3Tf ^ ST^JUilY^ W 

mm ^ ^ 'snftxj i (m^) 

3. Rx^McHI ^ ^xmeXT ^ ^ 31^^ XR ^ Xinif XfT^ XhRcIf^ ^ STcT'r-araxr 
m p[>^ ^RXfr t SXXffexT dch41*l ^ XZIXRejT, ftxfRl ciJct^liSdl xr 

f?pEfR ^rxtt, 13 ^ ^ Rffrsm ^ onijf^ ri«iT ftcRx>T ^ ^ xr -nnsfldi 

^^1 cTTOTcf if, cbRcjl^ ^ ^ sfR ^ f^cf«r XSTcTT tl 

c<j|cHH l R l 4> ^ Rr xrgj ^ilfil?T 3W& filtrfRn 3icZncf§Tf^ 11 3rtiraT4 

xjcrrt .■gxRjxTf ^ ?eT xaHT ^errftxf i ^i«xr ^ (4^4f ^ ^xwrarH ^ Rr 
^ jtXffff ^ P^tvjf ^jXRT 3 j^ 3Tfirar4 XTcRRT X^ ^ XjqejST f Xjft ^ 

^offRx a' d (^ fir xj i < x^ yuiicfi if Tnfirci f i siRrarxi xjgx^ ^ ^ #icif ^ 


[•tfRlII— 
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vTPTT ^ ^ ^ Tf rlT^ ^ ^ dlfl^ ^ ^ ^ 1 

(^3TT^^) 

4. ^ MKq^n ^ ^ ?rrS^^5TOr^ ^ vj^ TTvjfcJf nTO 

<hih)c>{ Ri^Mci arpt ^ 1^ srtt^ ftdr 

5?, ^ H6c^ cp«ioi 3fiH^C'< f^^qxi'Tl^ai rT^TT ^IqgiRcp uf^tdl ^ 

Tjc^rPFT ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ arfqfe^ ^ ujei i ci^^ ^ 7 ^^ 

CRT ^ I irf^ aiff^rte^r ^ aTc^^ff^ o^f^ ^ trpn 

vFTTcTT t eft fli'Scpi>tc>< ^ affq^ ^ Ri^Md ^ ^ W ^ #tt Tcnf|i? | 

A ^ ^ ^ aovT ^arcRTpJt ^ 1 , 00 , 000 /-^. em 

^rfePjf^ >ti'<cr)K ^ gt^ ^tdt t( elB'i^ld, IRT lrfeig|^ ^ ^ 
50,000/-^, W >RcFkTT #, ^ W PlHfclfed ^ ^ ftb4^^^ efT^ 

W qranifri, TiRTTl^ Tt^>T^ ^ (PAN) I ^ WR ^ flmf^ 

xnf^ fuRT^f ^ ^ ^ aTFT^ PAN ^ ^ VAT (fe) ^ ^ 

?IT'^<+>j>{t:'i ^ ar^fe^ ^ tr Rl^Md gtm ^ 

11 fcfRm 2004 ^ ^ ^¥rct7^l '^|'cl'H|c|i^uJ gn^ ^ ^ 

^Tpft "cTlf^ ^ggePT fcl#^I ^^514a I ^Tcff ^ Wflxr ^ 

^ I aptR^T^tvyRT I4p|il4t‘ 4 'fiftcTR^* ^ ^ t^^TTRTSTt 

m TT^art ^ 3?q^ ^ arg^ sraf ePTmr vjrmr ^ t 

^TRT f^Rf^ aPT^ cqq>tiiq ^ 6f^ ^ ^'gem aTf^l^>R t J|I^4>I’W'4 ^ 

vjiqiq^^ ^ 11 TReTR t ft?R^ ^ '^cilRdd ^ 

t^^^Hdl ^ arg^ ^ ^ ?ft (^) ^ affePT ^ f^^Md ^ R- gmP l ^H ^ • 

31 cPh?T ■R^ v^TP^ ^ gqaia ^ ^ ?T8TT WTS^^R^ TT^TT fteR^ ^ ^tcT 

^ ^ arg^ ^ RlRRoc if ^ zir (^) Rjri i dd 

armiRer ^jei^lart ^ f^ppTR R-^r^tRpt ^ aRpfn ^ i aMM, 
^’»ff W^3Tt ^ afq^ ^ vjq'-affq^, affq^ g^T tt^rM ^ ^ ^ftftcT 
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^nflq aik 3tq^ angR ^ sfk ^ttr #n 

^rrfl^ I aikTETP} ?i«rr ^ ^ ^ fsr 1 

^TRTR tjkkcrfM if fjFTiet ^ ^ WlktTRTt ^ tro ^ ^ 
mn OTpW 11 TH ^itv31r ^ ^ ^qcrocrr ^ Trar cmr^ ^ 

3i5»7fc( ^ vJir^r wrfixj aik f%u?k?r ^ ^ wrmm ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^TTflrr I (q^kk) 

3, 1^5^ ^ fk^.sikrapi ^ ^ 3IIW5>cll ^ t afk itEjfR flt^k 

^arf ^ ?ni ^ ^ atp?r i ak ’ll 

^ I FfT^ 3T^. ■arff era? ajfk ^ m wte:^ 

vMsr I 'w i> ^3tm qqtf^ 'kk^ ^ ?lcf^ 

miT ;}1^ ^ ftqjm ^ ai?^ f^mk 11 q>t q? pf^ eprk 

k ^ q>t ^ pf^ arkn I ^’ki'fikT) 

6. ^ arl^rf^ ^ fcRPTl%k P5t P5^ t kt 31^ c!pj p5t 

pfkt 11 gii-g<j> i ’W.\ ^3RPTt aitk k-PTHet gttp ^ P5^ ^ t kpT^ wr pfk 

k fri pawTcr k5PT pit ^ t pfrrmfM prt ’ft kj’Hci ^ 5’p>r7 

PIT ?fr ti kPTPot Pkk PP prkkr pft aik p5?t «rip5^ pt^pp^ p? 
sieTTjprRT kierffkr P>t wi ’sftPi PP PPsk ptpr fepr ptrt Piflp 

3ik m PikPd kjPT ppp k5 #H kk ■ft PPi wnpkr ^ ’fk? knnpr ’sppw 

pvp ftp ppp I krppcT ^ fkp ar^fk Pvkt Pikt ^ fkp ptpp’’^ ftrafkcT ftp; Ptft 
« 

Prftp e)uii<J ftj si'St»5i'<-c'< pftftp PP PFTPP^ PislIRn pk 1 qft 'PRP—ktPT 
pp prsit ^ ^ t k 5^ afftfftpp PP ft'ppr k ppppr 

3ik iPRdftPkT PWJ^ 6pft I 'HPP-^Pr ^3^ pftkf 3ia?PT WRa# k kppf 

Pvft, ^^ ftrar ppi wt ’ft PTTftpT Fkr ’Piftp i ^ ’ft f pift pifpirp^ atk 
gp# pft’s/PBSRer 30 ftk k PPKT wi FP? Rtpppt ■^ppret ppnft ^ ai^kar pft 
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^ ^r ^ wrm vjtp^ ^nfl^ ark cT?£f>T^ ^ 

5frwf^cf5cTTi^ Tj^ cj^ i) ^ Rh^mch ^ I arRmp} 

31k aiicj^ijctJcii k xj?y ^ kr kk mRuiiH'W>^)M ^ 

XR ^ k ^ artcrRw ^ f^Rkr ^ ^ kcm^ x^^ ar^ 

XT#XTT 1 (^kkft ci>6jc^H) 

7. xift FT I cf^ arjk, cfw^ cfk kr TT^TFT ^ aT^k ^ fken ^ fk 30 

fcPTf k ^FFRT-krT 1krfR?T ^ xnfk i W k ^ ^ qRmi^ci 
xii'RT ■ciiRk^—^I'ScTJi'i-c'i ^ k arjkr ^">i^ ^ q^'c^iq aflk ar^^fe ^ ^ix^ 

^ xjTHT ^^rrflxT f% argkr ^ xrr^ x^^ -nm ^ arsi^ ^ ar^ 

vr<M\ ^ ^1^ xm k! ikn k arg#r k kt 

I ^ ^ X[cf) xttF ^ “^icR fcrfkR ^ '2T£n‘ 

arfkr^ kf x^^ ^ T^kRT ar^r^if gkfT Bk; kjk^ ^ 

^ ^ ipj^ cjft -ijrFft ^nfl’T, arq^ ^ mm ^ srrsqjRe^ 

qrr ^ ?Tfff xj^ czicrsjt qv^qr, tit anctcrgi qi^t qrt 

^ W qii^ ^ IT? l^ffh^^H xjqw^ W>HW qrVTXTT I Tlf^ 1^raf% 
cTcPT gm tTcF#TT WefST qff cFT^tttt ^ncTT t # qjt FWEftq q5^ wflq 

3ft7 cA TTJcRCIT SffcR arr^ qT% TR Vjft ariTRW ^; 

Tf5l^ 3R7 cnf&rfbjjcp aftwRcfKiT qit, Tif^ 3)(cr^q<i> ^ ?fr, gr^ f5|gf% 

T[X3Nft qim ^ xj?f cR ^ ^nflq 3ik Tif^ fTT ^f. w f^xpcT t cit 
HMgu-Sl' c^ STTER R ifr qft xm^ft Tn%TJ| gife ^ 31^^ 

RR c!?r TiTRP ?Icff R RRf) R^ iT? RR tnf%^ | Tlf^ ^ q i ndt R aRT 

f^3T XJTTtx ?ff RT^ ^ cFR^ RX^ sfT? ITIfRf ^ cM 

R:^ R^grt X^r RTT XJiT 'TIRIT t| #Rft ^ 3ITRTIR Ulciyuli' Rt Rft XTRT XJiT 
t Tlf^ RT f^ R ktexiTnj xgff x^ l^gTRI Xx^tRI 
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^ ■'HH'KII ^ feuftecH ssq ^ ^ ?T)ft "Slcf^ TmT;" 

^ elT’T f^Tef I 

^cqct5 ftiHdl 4>*TI 'Md'Wi ^ PiHC^ arf^RJERT ^ fclf^ 

^ 1%tj vjn% ^ ^ ^ arra^w ^ ^ feater %5 

^ ^ ^1 wi ■#fir 1^ gi'dct’iW'i 3Tf§R}f^ ^ 

^ ^ I atarar ^ ^ ^ ^ ^nUtj i 

8. fcrf^m ^ ^3^ 3.4 ^ 3TfHR sIl'S'chK-ciV/TTTTT^ait ^ IT^ 

3i8jcr ap^ ^itzmr ^ c^ f%j|^ cp^ ^ arg^ ^ tjcp 

^agf^ wi-^fNr ^ ’ft^R ^ uft arc# 30 ^ ^ ^ #tt 

^nfl'^!i ^ 1 %^it ^tfit ^nfl^ ^ xj^, ftcRcp ^ eg® fJtcRni fr 

^ *TFt I gxjjx^ ^ 30 ftxff ^ ^ Wiral^r ^ xflcR ft ^ XPT Xj^ira ^ 

^ ’mfl'i ciif^ w airptr firaxracff ^ Pixiei) ^ ^ir ?it sii^cJjI'W^ ^ w ararar 

IMt XjfxRT xra ^ Xfiq^ gR I 30 X[?t WI #ftT ^T KT^XfXRSa IM 
am xjx^ qr xiKRer ^ ftmer tg afg^rsT ^ ^m5 gr?^ •£( mr ■WFra ifr 

5n%cT ^1 ilcfli^d, a)i4'i)(fl41 anf^ x^r^t f%x3ffeR i^r^xmf afk x^ flraxTR 
^ ^ irfrrmf gPif^cT ^ feR ^d'jxtr^yfe if % 

aprmr anxRgciRiT xjn^ a?x% rn1%x;i xji aimxixm ^ x^^ ?ng #% 

xn1%x; ^ xj^i^ ^ cR% ^ cnftxi xffi^ iff xt^ff ^ ^ x^^xmf 

afR/aiaixiT fexjffepf gmi if ^xir x^e^^raf frsi cf^ ^ 

^'I'^i xaf^x^ I (i%^f «t>«ici) 

9. xjx^/ (iFnivaafr /fii-^4>iw ^ aig^ xm xp^ ci?f f%fSr 30 w xiff 

xx^ mxi #aT fifsrff^ ??r xsipft rn1%x;i wr #xtt if irrgxpR^ irt 3TX[i[ 

xfXjT^ xjT f^R?t XTEZR8T ^ RiiMd #g arg^ wxf) cp^ if pr^ rcTT mxi 
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BWt I "JT? «ld44ch 'cie4'a W % 4t f^erf^ 4 3FRI 'HIHiTl ^ 

4t wtr ^ ^ TpfTcfk ^ ^f ?t sfF w W 

;fFftf?rarr cfft pHT sfF fct^ ^ffertf^raft i^i in?^ ft?T 

(dcflchd ) ^icblltlcliR ^ ^ if ancRWcTT t-(Hgl^<f if sITSIR c[^ 80% 
f^ (cT^fcPH) ^dcichT ^ fw if 11 4 3?Tcr?ircp?rr^ ^ ^ 

cTP; ^ ^ ^ q^ *IRcr if -SW-lf^'ch ^ f^q> f I ^ 

^t)WTT t fcp qft '3Tq?q T3q^ qjW qiwq ^ #qcff q^ T!^ f^T^ t 
cff w^nfr qir q^ wfrq q?^ qq4 ^ qFsqq^ arq^t ^iq>1qq 
^7PTTff/qtwff q^ qq qq ^ c^ffif i 5 ^ 1 ^ arcnqr w ^ if q^qjcr c^ct 
affq^e^ q^ q^ ^frrr ^ ftqr ik-aqr^^rar q^ qqrq wrr ifqri 
(■3q^qq#q?T) 

10. 3.4 affq 3.6 ^ afcpfcT ^ 3 tr ^ #g "30 ^ q^q qft wnqfti" q 5 r 

yuiicfi ^jftrr ^ ^ qq4 cr qft tl wi ’jftqr if qrsqqqs^ &p:i c?r4i 

^fqqr ^ ft?Tqq> ^ ai^^ qir aiqir q^ arajqr ^ ftiq f%q qq 

arg^ ^ qrq^ qrar qrqq sjiififd mf%q 1 Fsqq>^fq5 fti^fqq if aqqqqq? 

aTl^qwjdi afF %-anwjdi q?r anqqqqidT ^ wiqyidt q^ F^RiT q^ qrrqT ’cnflq 1 
4t qqRT qq ^qqr qtfrq q% qfF-?ffq ^ fMer q?^ f^ra4 #^fqq, 
an^tjt^fcfr ^ qqi iict^wff qnqrff ?t affq qqicffq qqrd/l'svq;;, ?, 

cWt q?fd ' q)i4 ^9rq Ft4 q?r qqiR qq 3TT airq qqf1% q? qq^; qq'qiqij'q a?t< ir-nji^, 
11 fq 3nq?qq5ql3ft qir %q> ^ ^^qqff qq ^ ctp^ q^ feqr qrrq! q;t@i; q;'- s“q- 
fff^ ^ q?^ qrqnq if ^ it 1 (fsjtr) 

11. #> qi^qqqqq ^iqr 3tq4 feqttiq ^ qr^jq ^ ftrqqqr qqqq^q qjqr^ ^ 

q1^ gj4 qoq ^ q<rat^ t qra 2 qf^ ^ 4tdq qqitttq ftfr^fi q' '.■ '«?:■ t.; 

q4t^ qr arq^r^ ^ Tf^/Tjqqqrarf/qnqqqqq qtf arg^q urq-. ifq qtf 
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frrfSr ^ i ^ 3 ?^ gtrasr wf^i 7 ^ wi ^ 

^T<55T^ irrr ^ fctcR^ ^ if aih srt SRir aiaRi 

■HHTW ^ if ePT^ WI '^t ^nfifcT #IT I 

ifr %i 1 % if 3RR Tmnff ^ 3 ^ 5 ^ ^ ^ vsiEft xnf%^, xit# r? r 

fe3fi<;d tiJRire ^ #Eftf^rg§t ^ if 3 rj i fts if ' P f c i ff tR ^ i 

'OTFcPf ^ l%cT ^ feR 3fR ^ (cltH^cH) »i<bll?l<<>K ^ p p if 31R?qw 
t i SRRTfcfScTTaff ^ ^ ^ tR ^ ^ t vjft if 

^-3^cF> ^ i> ^ I Sf^fEIT 17 ^ JfTa if M4tiS|d 3frJ^ ^ 
^ ^ ^ fiRT ^ ^ 1 (#3fn?Tl^) 

M'CI*)?! ^ fePJ ^<^«;i 

Tl^TcR ^ 8^ 

. ^ are^RC? ^ wft (^dycfrV ^ -hhiH ^q^Rer ^arPRa 
?ra aa? tsT t ara aa> arf^iPsa ^aR aft»iiPm Tja^aff/TjoRffajI 
uRaidH ifa> 8^ aa> alciaPid 1 1 

ana feRf^iaf 

1 . 3n^3iR^ an^ aR^ a^ ^a?ta aacw aRi^ an^f ti fa?a;itaa 

aRR ^ SRRfcT ^RN if #5 78JR ^ q^ tR 3nf3IR^ % 3)l4fect 

anar arftq i a>ft ai aprr anw aff qa? 1^ an^arR^ ait qa? aik 

a-nat hR^ici'i ^ if arr^ araft ^ftai aa^ ^ 'rflPfa 'R3T qai ^ i ^4 r 

■33^ ('(taiPlg-a)—<t> 6 ici ^t^f H 4 ^ttitt>) 



[’TFTIII— 


'TRcf ^ TTSTT^ : 
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2. 3f?RK i> f^PsqK^ i> ilK, f^lgff^ ^ «n?^ ^Isfra^IfcRf ^ •g^RTR 

^ ^ TjcRTOTt ci5t ^ ^ irrasjpT (i) ?nwR5? ^ ^ t; 

(ii) wrffsrr/Tj^srr im f. tisn (iij) 1%# sr^ 

TT^arr/tjeRftsrr ^ f^5Fa1*mH 4 fwmi ^i ^ 

W^arf 3ft? tjcT^ftafr ira ftPPW 4 "ara?^ ^rrit ^ 

^ ■'ra?T 3I8f emFlT ?fT t ^ stq^ ^t^cRf ^ ^ ^ 

^<HJTW 3t%iT? fi|H ^ I SRt: ?SR fftitl ^ t % ^ 4 MR-ttMi 

^ HTgg>T?5^ 3ft? ^3^ fcld'i'tiVM'^'f ^ '3IcI?^J WW ^i?T^ 

WJ' ft ?mtspT %qT ^ 3ft? 'sft? ^3^ 

cTtfftfWf ^ ■m #TT ft Srrft MffttllcR ^ ^ cR5 3tqft c[ft 

?^ I ^ ^ ftf -dHlfftkl XJTTtr^Isft 3ft? ?cTftt3ft ^ ftftftn 

?T5ea?T^ ^ ^zft?T (■’TTR 3ft? ^ ?ft%?t) cRift C[ft snsErar? ^rttji ftft 

wrapr ^ P ^ ^ W?^ TJPPT3ft 3ft? ■>3^ ?t^ TjQl#3ft WT^^jT?^? ^ ’3^?^ 
■5j?i??T uTTTj' ?>i ■gp ?ft 11 (?eR) 

3. 5Tt ^ '3?^ v3T7^ ^I5?PTT ^ ^ TJprpTsft sft? ^^TcT 

gm, ftpH sttijI^ c|5?r ft fftsrffft?T ififtiifti^ ?frTOft ^ p ft?gft 3nift ^ 

fft?^ ^P?ft ^ fftnjT 3rr ?fT t j ^ 3rm?jraf ^ w t fft? ?Tf ^ 

?W ^ fft> ^?PFjT sTFSchT-kift P? ftf^ '3ra?Jf 'OTcW ^PFTT ^TTTJ' cdRldi ^ 3 iaf 
■Jif t fft> ^ wrroft 3ft? ^ftiipT 3fR^ ^ snrorfft^ ?otr -ft -h^hIct ^ 
lft£rf% SfPr ^ sTTg? STPftt ftm ^ fft?cn? ^ 3Tftl%cI 3rl?ra5R 3RFT ^PcTT tl 

4. TPft^j W?T3ft/?er?ft3fr ^ fftcl-iui ^ fftfftfft^ fttfttfftf^ ^ #IT, 

f&R# ^ 3PTft ^ ?f^ ^ «l^|i^'ri I 5T# ft?ft fttuPlT ^ 

cZJcffTftcTT eft 3im ^ ?iranft t # Tjprpraft ^ ^Wc?^3ra?T??RT cTmft ^ 3ig»Tf^ 
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t 3|k ^ cTSJT ^ clciiHH if rPl' 1-2 

qm Prqbtui t qjt ft afrwrrqi cf ari^rcpR 

t, 5 ^ #En?ijT/cn?#F[ qf ^ tfTH qq 'gqcTR ^ qpfft ^ ^ «tK 
Rqi wIT yHcpdl f I civifl ^ 6f(J qft qi'l q?t cf fell.; ■;fXT ^ aTTcf?i(cfjcTT 

^ ift afrq^ qf ?n?#a qff qm^rri ^Fteff ^ 13 ^ 

rfl-^qil'Wx! eft eR^T 31|c|^I)cb ^ 4^ eRRt 4t ^STT 3Tk '3%T ^ 

^ '(H\i'ltrq Rhqi qnqr fl'ii 


5. ^f ^qei 4 iRwd-t 4 ft^ 4t ^ 4 Pil^d 

feqr wqr 3ik ?rr5cpR5^ qrr ^ cfq^ gfmteff 4t 4t ijqcisT 
eft cjiRirt cTcp qrq cTcP q? 4efc3 cafq^ 3Tqft f^rtf^r #qT crep erf 

^ 11 ar^ajT 4eRt affqf^ ?rt srqf qfeiraq 4 45t 4 w? 3iqil?t£^ fcTrciK 
4 qff'qmcRnq arcqcReiT 4t fMri qq qfptft i (fxj^rftrrq) 


6. qrTT? 4t 5^ WR eHrm w? cnf4 irr rft ^3^4 qft^iierq ^ ^ ffsrfftct ft 

araiRiT f r;q> WT arrEnt^r q4?rtt arsfer _f4t srst crit yie'cff 4t 43^ f 
«fftcr5t 4t qtT ftl ft^fTEi affqtet 44 arfSfqrm wi^att 3tk aftqfer ^ 
cTTcTRrm f q5T4 qRet f qiFf 4<i'lf44> 4 44 fq 4^ f 4^4 ^sq^raer 

cPTif qqft f 3fk ^ qTOH qr^ f ?n14cT ffqj qtr f i (w^rft) 

7. 314 4qoT 4 4d'ief> 4 qra ijcp 44q 4^ 4 qR-qra-t fg qqftqj^ t 4t 
srrsqjTRR skt 3^4r qrEm:' ePTFRr 334 imr qft qq ^tcpctt qql'f4 I3i4 qff^qEif 
4 ^rraT-^rraT ftwtt 4 w q eR 3 t4i 53 T 4^4 4 'i’cpHiq ■g^ qRwraq 4 
4rciRq 45r 4 fcTj aitiftqq anroq qttq qq gqcrrq q^RT t, f^qqq ffqcR 
qraqjTR? qftq fNeft 4 4tRq4 4 4R arfciRqq sR 4 f4ri "14Err?-f4T?f 4 amiR 
q^ 4t^ qRiqq?qq afrem" 4 ^ ffRi qq qqqq 11 4qeft 4 4?Rq5 ifqq qq 



[iTFTlII— 71 ^ 4 ] 
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^ ter tjujWJi ^ ^ ^ ^ nrlSj^d t, ^ 

TTF^ ararcTT 3mTl?r^ f^cl^ ^ ^ W sfR ^ ^ ^ stWcblW 2 

^ 'illcl'a aiTT^ ■cl'ici'l ^ sT^ ^ Ml^ ^ 'Jlldl ^ I Cj^l R«4lrl '^f 
^Rdicid c^ ajfclRcw/f^'itiiRd a^ c^ fc^xj ^?Pfra5^?FT ^ w^ wm Pmen 
XSTT^ 1^ 30 ^ 3?xi1^ ■ft XSTITJ, -1^1^ ^ ^ ^ Rsiftt f #TeTf ^ 

Rdv<i? c^ 3igfrR 'd'fFajiaff i> Pi4eR if HHftaj ^ '?iW 

^ ^ xtrsT Btf I (Rrfr 

8 . srrtxTTtfW^ ^ t ffi xrff ^ ^ tn?^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

5^|xp t ft ffHT f%ft 'hy^icie ^ ^ gft 3ig>T% ft xjutj w ^ Re# 
f sl l -^ch l 'Ki’< ^ ?Tf ^ OTT ^ \fr ffj iJxnrfTsft ^ if 'ft?R ft ^fri# xiff l 
sll-^chiw ^ fcix? etf 3)N!ai(cfi fmr ^ ^ f ^ xpTXJTOft/Tj^afr 

■Xift WIT 3fR ^#Tf URT ^ ^ fcR xpfg?iff gft ^RsiT ^ fcR ^ ffrxj 

Xj# ^ gxTcTR ^ WT f geRT ^ 3tT5H-TRH ^ sfR ^ gtRT ^ XjPRH ^ 
im m fv;iP i cP ^ cnRr xan ^ w x#r #r tiTt fr xfner 

XT ft 3fR 3TTR ^ c| | d l <i)<u | f T#fqtff TRiTTOft ^ fm XRT HK<!ft ?lf# ^ 
ch^Rfllffl g>T 3fWT ft ^ I (3#R#q?t) 

9. ■yfr Rft I yfM^ XZITTR! cZigfR grr ?srai 1%^ 3iR aigl%R C#W 
SRFR #Rr I eif sfcIcT: 3 tRrfT gc^ f ■f?ffER if StKlfR #n Xiit 
MRdMH/R^elcH !#/3TTWT f xrff RRTO flcTT t ft afR zrff tTRT ftcIT t 

ft eifxn I (ferf) 

10. 'f%ft ft xTRr^3Tr/-c#8T arfifs^, xft ?Tf? f in?# ^ ^ gxr 

t, xpt flRT tf)ft WTXR ^ ^ atgirlf ftft ^grffxr afR str^gn^ cm ^ 

^ ?if ■Hff 7ra#T Rmf w ^ ^ a# ^ ftcR ft ^ ftf# ^ xm '?#i 
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4« 

sii-scbiwy ^ ^ If qf^-dM^T W^afr/TT^gff cifr aff^ 

Mi'd ^ fcn; ^ ^'ion ^ '^ST siic-ii dTffeq 

afk ^ qfiwifr 'Hi4vjiPi':h qj^qr inftq cn% ^ mqr q?^ qic^ qq qirq^aff 
^ q? ’^qdTq IT q^ ^ ^ an^T ^ qrrTTq^ if qfrRqsff qirqitTaft ^ qq? 

qNqjfff cT^ cf)40c5ff4<If qq mm ^ ^i q^ wrsmT^ q?r 

%qws ^ qrPTqJTft l^ra ftr qqr Mq ^ W^afr/c^ 

affq^ ftripTcT ^iqcT^ ^ f i ^ #qFRiT q^ ftf^qjirqT/cTiT^ff^ 

«i(^45^ eTRT cnf#FT ^ ^ ^ ■^f fttrqr qrrqqr i arq wqr qftf 

qff t, ?n^q>T^ sm q5t ^in Prerf% qfr qq qrqqfti qf^ f?tf5qq 
■ sirsqmqq aTcnr-arcnr sNf if qr^ qf arqqqm q?r f^srf^ qq qq^ift i 

(^afttjqran^) 

tRlH9f # 

<l l -g* T ^< ^ Tfv^ # ^ IJH'i'HaTl 

. ^ RP i q q ^ TfqTjqraff ^ qqqqr qr anfqqsr qrq qrsqqrcq ^ 
TjT^ # ^ I^Rd ^ ’5)q Rr^q iNt qrftq? 

TRf fempipri 

1 . qft IT, (qqlcT 4t. #. OFfqrPt^)-^^ ^ qrJ^arqr) 

2. -^^ffc i tb qrq qrsqq^qq irRr q^ f^ qq ^ f^rafqq ^ q^ qqqqr t; 
(i) an^sTR^ 'jqoTqr q>qT% q5t ^rStqq ctrqq q?r g?rqT ^ qfqrf^ arf^rqrq qj^q? ^ 
qiuiqq q>t ftqffq qT%TT; qsjT (ii) w^yq #iTm I^Rqr? qq qfqrl^cT arfrr i 1%# ’ft 
qiq^ if ^ Ttqmi qff %-’fqinq’jj>f qr# qqqrw qrq^ ^ afk anirqq) fcfqqqr qft 
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wciT cnf&rf5?T<j5 TTFcim ^mri f^prro 

^^/jTEziw ■g>(^ ^ vfHVf-Hafr ^ t, ^ qj^icR ^ ^ ta^ ^ 1^ 
3nt^ t, 41 ?r H^iMH ^ ^1 ^ Tfi;^ Tjinj^sft Ri'fHcf i^g gt?n 

^ ^ ^ gff snwRe^ wf tR ^ ^ -^1 (^eR) 

3 . "JiTvaR ^ •53^ im ^ Pi«Iftcf cift^ ■^r 1 ■zif^ ^ 

5n^5g5R57 Tjg; ■qrrrffstrxrdh ^ W ^ f^rp^r ?r4 ^ wt ^rcIt t eft ^ 

5(TCiIR 3?1T^ fIcT ^ ^ ft gR’TT I f^cRR ^ejlfttcT ^ 

?nT^ «r|r ^ afr ^ ’jptrrt f ^i-^chiw gm tjv^' 

- fr ^1 ’^[nq’Ffafl ^ i?v^ ^ ^ ■if 53 ^ ^ 'frajar 

t eft sisf ^ ^ C^ affq^ sfTSJPReR ^ ^ f^FHcT 3M ^ 

t|T3r uff % er ^ ^fegfroT ^OmFlf^ t sfh ^ ^ <}|p>ll^4> 

•# 

STTEfN ^ ■■aswit ^ i I ■aRel if ^ ^eTcTST 240 it ^eHTRT ^^IcTf 4 ^ ^ 4t 

t IRT ^ ^ f^eRR ^ ’Jftftter eR 'f^ 

^R3T ^ ^ f^isrffter f^T tar ^ i (^jRiant^) 

4. raPf'ifM if -tj? atRS efrt IR ^ Ttlfltj {|> tjiiqarsit gft 

intstpiw>! tpt tTvjRe ^ aw if ^ f^ tiiT ■argjcTi i (^r'H'lt'ra) 

5. WRTsfr ^ TiRrsr ^ artTwar cfR tR ^ aw if grpt ^ ^Rw ^nfltj 

tpft% lait^ ^ nfeis^ tprtRTafr tR f^ar ^ ftef tar^ 11 (4ti ’ H»^ ^anr) 


6. TftRnaaft aft firgtpiaea i> tje^ ^ aw if , efta tR 

ifa-ttferw^ #fr I (qtRRft) 


2748 GI/2006—7 
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7. ^ #t arcRT Pn>tq i 

t #7 Tff ^ 3nflc[ ci%T tl ^ 

11^ greg^Re^ ^ ^ ^ ^ (jif^irt afr? xp^Riait ^ m 

Ts^ cqcf^Hiii, ^ ail^fcp ^ arfsi^ c^ affq^ gft R)<h<h gvT^ t, ^ ^ 
■?TC?T: t l ^^j^TcR ^ 3mN Pra^ ^ W^rafr 

tjgj Tj^ ^ ^ if PraJ^ gR t. gp # 'HWW ^ f 
at? WR if aRTPRm gt f^erf^ t i crgfHR g|cr ^ ang^ gt 

'siTftPi^v ^ ftRig<?i ^ fiiR -Tt f ggfj% ii*i[gicbR gt ggri c^ it 
g^TRiat TTi;t5? TTg; st^Tgr 31^1 g?m grTtgR argt gf^is^ 7 ^ angteif gt Ri'Hch 
' jgRST gRPt if aRPtsfcTT ogg^ gR gt t 1 g^ c^ ■gig if Pi^l^ 

gi^ gfcRggf ^ ^ ^ FiPigiRg^ t afk g? grom if ijggftigjR gt gsigr 

t:gtt t I gir ^ft?' gra^ g^g gRt ^ f^ firfim 3.3 t gg^ aft^ 
gfg^ gfrsgR gg>R ggr gnrj, 'ggi^ % g?€f f^Reg arrg^ gt gRiar nr 
3»gRisT Tffg gg gragjRgg gr ■i=RT^ gttSr^ ftggg5 gvM ^ ^ -gig if Prggg 

gt! gt gg gig^ft r (fM ^tgR) 

8 . ^ gf gigcTT gwg --grarag if -^ft ^ iff gt f%fiief arftR t RngreStg t, 

ant gg ^ fiiratf gs^m t, am: antcpRftgcf gtt gRt gn i^g; 

gtf t g^ f% ttf'ig>i|'W fciPwH gt gmsgmg) mgg ^ gw g^ gRt g^ 
anggggRTT t afig ^ eTW ^ ggt gg ^rr' ftgr angr grttg 1 

(ant'Tg^'g) 

9 . ^ gnggaft gt in^gggsg ^ gfirfg> ^ cfR gg <ni4 gR^ gg ■g^i t ftgi 

■ggr t 1 # t^gg^ ^ gm if ■g¥ gmcn nig^ln arMnn wTwg if wraiifig 

t, atcT; t«iir gg gcT t % i^T Rfgsr if wrarag f^Rfg gg irrtr f^wr ggg afk 
it iRgg gtcig i (tgir) 
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10. ■^■'tiVch’^.te RlPiiiH ^ ciiix^^icHcb 5Tm ^ wr afr? ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ijci^ijchdi 11 ^ cii>wf^ch gfcr??Eff 

cfMr? w fichK4 t cTt ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ Pl^cKI ^ Wm ^ ! 

(cf^) 

^RPRf ^ 

^PRTH 4' ^ ^ ' 

• 4‘ ^ ^ ^crrft^ ^ f^ 

arj^cr ^ f^cR^ ^ xpr sit 

ftcTW ^ f^iJMcH ^ ^RTE2m ^ ^ ^ yinf 

^ sit ^ ^>'cr 4' '^fiti ^'' ^ xr^nror-^^ 

•9TR r^^Ri^i 

1. ^ FT I (^f^ 4t # ^ (#iTf^r^ - c^ ti xjFTt^ q4%eT^) 

2. "mm ^FRrm "^rf^ % ^ ^ ^ 

W WR f^>lTHy-f^ XJTRT f^* X3'fT^ 

^ XJTFf XTTTT^sft TT^sft ^ Rl^Md VJIRW ■^RT^ ^ f?TX> 
MR^Id^ ^ W fcTXRTT^ ^IRt ^ F^lgcf^ ^ sfR X3^ STR^ ^1ujci| x;p:f^3f|- 

^ ^ 7^ STT, vJTFf XTR^STt m xr^^Tt ^ W^ ^ 

SFr^ ^ xR^ ^ “^iRla cf5^ ^ ^-'lai'i iq“'^] &’t 
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^ iTRT ^ SJT, 3jk TJffj €lft ^ ^ 

3RI cMr f, ■>fraT=T if ^ 

t I 3rerr4T ?nwR^ i# ^ ar^Rcr t R? ^ 

^ 1% XTcp 3T!cfcrcf>-fctc!W I^P l jjH ^ 3t^pf[R ^ ^ WWff ^ 

'‘'T ^ ^ ^ t i am: t ft5 RlW if 

■i;-f. tttRh utfit irrlt^ an^t^-RciT^ srq^ srj^ ^ 

%iw #ir irrg^PT^ ^ Rftto i#5 iim ^ ^ jRfiiH 

■-^■51^ ^TprRffr % "c^ sRW ^ W OTFr-If^ TJ^ qR i RP j jjH If q? 

■fit ^nWT ^ ^ W7H3Tt ^ iTeMTSft ^ tifr tf?^ fMf ^ 

S?T, Ci^ "c!^ ?^pwr ^ 5RM ^ fcTi; ft=TT f^'Hd 

t rft wsF!^ g?r ^ W Tiqii^aff ^FfT fiprrfqTcT ^ w 3fi?ra5R 

Wlflq! (^) 

3, FH ^ ^ 3f®I Pl*(Hdl 11 ^ ■^P l Ritcl ^ t 

Rj PfijfJid w^ ^ ^ ^ 3?n^ ^ '5Rf??T ^ R5m vstr?^ i 

(^JfJ^aqfMr) 

4, ■ymH ^ ^ ^ cM ^ ^ ^ aiFRU^ t, Rra^ 

(^PliJH ’H’ft 3)1^1 if*l-f2ld'<t*)'l' ^ Rnj ^ ^ m ^ ^ 

Rm?r ti?lF 5TO ^ ^ F^ xj^art ^ xji# q^fiiPT - xjirjTOff 
^ ?wiT ^ ^ TJ^ Fif ^froif ih Rnj xs^ aig^r ih wf cpifti 
3T!xr?qq; ^ ^ Tl#xj I (^ii'Hiifi'd) 

5, yfr ft, (^d'ichl' ^ Ft^zjii ^ qr ^ sll-Stbl'W'i ^ RPHct xiff^ ;rRT ^ ^ 
F3^ ’^cT^aff ^ ^?WT if X3X# q^ifR ^Ff«i5 xrm^ait x^ wrar ^ x^' 






■TO ^ : TOTOT 
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[■^FT III— 


IRTW^ ira OT<T -$ fcT^ anwRi ^ wftt ^nflr? i 


6. ai-HFifoi OTM-ira ^ ^ cirwR<}5 Piqen ^ t, 

cf^ sfF cra!% arra^rfl^ ^ a^mr ^ 

irfT^ ^ sRRfer OTm ir^ ^ if ■gcp^^rar^ sfF sKm: 

'jyf ^ ^ JTT arffllcp ^ ^ TTTFcl^ ^ ^ OT<T ^ ^ 4ft?r ^ 

'T^T^afr cF)t FT^s wn?T ^frft f ^ T^^^ait w affair 4t '^rriFr fr 
Tt^rr afk ffr ^’Tc^jiet cRrf ^ ^ fr Frerfw cpiw ?I2 jt th 

^ «n^ ^ '^■. I (tjtTH#) 

7. 3iFr?^-Rici'<=h ^ Tj^ixj^art ^ Trn<T 'cpt# «ra>raT ^ 

OTFT iT5r cR^ ill'WRth PTMciH ^ t 3fF ^ WR W'WHl' 
afR -gcfi^iRT^ TT^art ^ ^aHi 

I aicT: ^ t % ^ xTTRfraft ^ ^sthtcRr ^ ^ ^ 

afR ^fcRfr 6ici5mT ^ I ^ qR<iw ^ iTcRftafr ^ wim ^ ■^" 

^ ^ ^ RerfiT ^r aRi TjrrtRiait/iIeRftafr ^ ^q^ner ^ri^ ^ 
aRRsJ ^?tTn, Rra^ W^art ^ 4^ xj^R^afr 4 xam 4 ^ xra 

Ri^xni ^ RRm x 3 ?rRT 4t sr4% 4 ^ncrax afR r^ct: 
ijcMfSichR rt RrRxrr I (Rt4 ^rt) 

8. XRFT-xRi 4t aiRicn4ffl 4 -hh-wi 4 xjuRft Riff^ 

qrfM 4 4Rf c||'Krf4» 1?RrK 4 4 t afR '^«THfRR RRt WT 3n4^ 
H*iiui—xR HTT<f afR W'^d ^ aitiw’d ^ <i<»>ai Rrt 4 ^jfRt 4 ^Ti®r 

SJRTRT RT X3RRFT 3TRR5R RTTRcT 4 xfRjcU 11 (an^'T'^tXRT) 
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9. ^ ywiRd witsFT ^ 5 ^ wrt 

cRTfT ^ 1 T?T 3ft^ oHd^lRch (|fec(^ ^ yuTT^ clft ^ <Mlfi|ii) W 

fYirm ^ wftt I (far^) 


■ 10 .^ erarrar ^ ^ 3iPim4di ^ ^fRW ^ ^ ''irlM ^ 

41F(l«lf49> f49l< 41 ^ 'd'^’cl ^ 3fl? ^I'liay^l 4>'<'4 9ldl 3ll4fc;ct> y*l|u|—^ 
mr 3fr? ^Rg?T ^ 4 araw 7? ^jrkIT t afr? ar^ ^ ^ sjttofi 
cR^icFiT vj^TcRT arl^raJK y’nf^ ^ ■^Tcf^rr ti (cpp4t) 

wq?f ^ Rni 


4t^m ^ ft-KiK 

^6't#I1^6|V aTTEIT? 


• w 'H^Rit)M!!n ^ terar aigfe ^ stteir 

• 4ft ^‘, eft ^Te?^T??R arraR ^ arraftw ^ fti4 w 

<l>i4—9cslri eFn? 

• W?TT ^RR g^eR WTgW?^ ^pgRTafl ^ ^JeRftafl 

OaRangg^ 3TTEIR/lJ^?g ^J|rfR ^lftg)/gl'3'HgI^ ^ '3Mdaj 

^RRT arftgft ^ 

• 4^1 <h<{wT ^ 'Hew»i^«(v afTETR ^ ftEiftR #4 f^EiT vijupn ? 



[ MFl III—7JBS4] 


wra: arsmTOT 


1, '^aefrifi^R ^ ^?7c7T 3raf& ^ sjjm l^tfercT wi^ 

^ ^ ■;3f^ gjRnft 3ftf^ 'fifiri wflspi ^ yra^JFT 

I 'd®<-sf>l§'N'( arrETR ^ 3TFri§R5 ■^ETR ^ kjcl-tflafr -nl^d IfTSEfJRS^ 

1?:^ fw w^art ^ ^ iR ^ 'Wfr ^.amiR ^hrjrh ■=if[ ftriTr 

’ ’mfli? 1 31K?f^:, , -q^ FRWR 

W?^Wr ('fr®<?hfl«i>' 3TIETR/iT^R5?rr ’fraFT ^TI%cT)/§I'3'HSW ^ ^ ^jqoTSI 
^?FTr 3if^i^i4 cR wrftj? I ^ ■>Hq'fq1' ^ Rf®f3ji5«R armR ^ ^ 

^ wsrfRRPf cf^ qsmr ■^, qtatPw atPrar^sTT ^ ^ ^ smM mf er 

TR!€lft cff! cfR^. ^ ^ ^3FR anftfr alh aft^ 

ITWTW ^RIERT TMTc^t ^t) aiTOfl ^ ^ ft^tT 

Rnq I (aFfef (7tci#rfaT) - ■^«ra ^3iiW q44«w) 

' 2 . ^RR cfft f^erf^ ^ qt?Rr ■fisfrsfii^q'i ariEjR if air t 

3fR (jqg'iflxl RSFrf|f5q?H q?rw if ^TfifERT tJIHT 1 TT^aff ^ ^ 

cfrw irs arsFra^TfjR amjR if gii# ^ ^ ^ cT>ft ^ rit 'FraJcft f qr? 
TfRrffiFRRT EfRR -$ -$ ^ if ’TcRftait 5RI ^ ^ 

WRT3Tt gRT sRF-aiq ^ a#[cn4 ^1 W!^3it aRjif afqg TjcRffait aik 

^Ti¥f?f>T?8R ansTR g^f ^ ^ gRrar, ifg 

armR .if f%aff g^ft gq fct^ gR^ if arf^m? ^Js^fcn^ ^tf if u r artHi^ f i fitl^m 
if ^^w arfifcrR} gR ^ rfrf^ f!^ qcRftafr/^ 3FI^ -^TRra>i?g^ 
(EfTH afR q^ Rfin) cR fcfcRR TRFRraft ^ticw gRiTRir afR q^iRraft ^ 

^ SFgEFRe^ Ept Tjq^ qRTRTTI ^cRffaff qgcf^ gff RsjfiT if 

TRnRTair q?f ^frR#qT?RT anRr- gif if g i 5qq'te>! git ^gftgr l 

?rqsg)Rea aiR ggERraft/c^ amt^ ^ ^ grogjig^R git wit ^ gR if 
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^ ^ ^ ^ 3TT^ OT t 3fl7 ci'ioPTf^ch srmR 

WT^ ^ ^ chi4l^l^r smr 11 m t 

1% 'Wd^ yldfed (Jdlil 'TT^ iRft 'fteRFf) Pl'^ttd ^ ^ t% 

TiRrajrfiR ^ ^ ^ io4sm ^r<^) i g?r 

fe# 't^eT% Tf, xpnRTafr/^^ arrcT^ ^ 

3TTO^ 3ff? ^RHfPTIeRf TJ^ ^^iUcT) ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^3t:TcREI wprri ^ RPlRt<^ WIFlf^ ^ ’^trR 

RT^: 5ff%^ tTT€t ^ m ^SRT ^5^ I .-^ tjTfgiEff ^ 

^ffW ^ RmIcJ 31 (dH 3it^ qitiicpi'Jl I cIT^ gT^ 'd4ei''l ^ cll'ld 
■ cff^ ItfR^ #fr I ^ UcRT^ ^ 4TPT^ RrafRrf ’f|J|Hc[ch S^ ITT TJcRftarT ^ 
^ ^ 3mf§r ^ WT^arr m ^R^ncr wrr t, ^ 

3r5^ ^5^ qR^ifra'i ^ ^ qR'Hil'^i'd vsrptt i cT^ffTR, RrafRcr ^ ^ 

3TTETR R ^^^ qRtlld'i £^ ^ '>ffcR TTcR^art^# cjciqM '9S(H(^MS!H TTylRT ^ 

arrar? r 7l%fr BRrm ^raRiT. t j ^ ’w 11^ 

wrr ^ Uc|!^i«hl' ^ ^ ^ ft)# 

ftftrqjT # aifSR^FTdi ^ 11 (^feR) 

3. ^rfmr^ sum ftsitRcr ^ tr^ ?nfty i nr^ t^frf^wi 

ansTR cfft ^ ^ ^ t, ftft)^ 31# # Tjjr {^ 5^ wr #«Ict t#ft^ 

^ i^ftcT ^ 11 #3J^ RRlft)WT ^RR # >He«*l^«l'! Sim # Tl)ftr 

■SpRTT; ^ # 3TIcr?ira) t 3fft ^ ft RTFRm I ^ 5RIRR SfSJgT 

#t J^lftriqi # Wft ’Et#^ ETTft) ^TT- TT^ai^ ,5RT -^IRTfPlfER 3n«IR 'glETT ^R# 
# fcR ^ R RW EprraT W Rc^ I RTTREI STSRfT ^ gRT RtlR Eff cg8i 
#rr BW3Tf # R^ dRIT-E#STr # ^ eit# # ftR ftfm ^ m 
m EjjR ftETT EmRT cttf^ RftftR Rpi# g?r ^^nttgu ar^cPi ft ^ afR 
ETRTR Tf afR-RqlftEi eft ft #rftcr ?RfR qro ft ^ i 


['i?FT ill—75^4] 


■TO ^ : 3TFrT^4RTTI 


'fRsiT ^ ^ t sik # 

■ 5 ?^^ ^ f^?T cfv^ 11 W!? 13 # 3 iraH/TIcpg?rT -giTHm 

■HflcT)/?rr 5 c[ 5 T^ ^ 1^ Fn 3 ^TBk^/T 7 JK!Ti 3 fr ^ ^ g|in ^v?i^ ^ 

<RT 7 ^ F??nsr 7 wj fcrkm ^ 11 ft 5 # ft?f?Trr ^ 

ftkm ^ ’Tf^^Pjnf 3 T£JM ^ WTS^ 1^1? W ^ SR^TcT ?kk>T t 

arrakt ^ fcrknrftcf ^ 11 aifrrfkw, Rci'ict^ afk wkrart 

=fkf ^ ^ k(EiTT f^mci?r gtnr ^ ^ f, k«fEr ^ ■'imr 

T[tirT cfTTi^ ^ fkrj wf I kiwW 3 in^ c^ arftkcTtj^ 

3 jk ^ Tjft ^ ^ mwR ^ril?r ^ ^ amk^ ^ 

qfkira^ ^r 3tT^ cTToft ^■Tff'ism ^ ar^iTFr cptt^ ^gccfK ^ 

yTrira'^i 3ik 3?tfte ftf§ra?t argi# ^ ^ c^ ^«ra ^ 

y»Tra y?T ^ xn 1 %y I 

4 . TTifyj! ^ tth ^ yfliiyTkf ^ amiR y^ 

^yaf ’mfly I yapR yjt y^iy^/ycRftafr c^ ftRRf ^ wh 
^ wf ^ ^nfl^i yytRTafr irt frrnift anarR y^ yrayrRe^ y^ ary^ 
^sFrayFf^ gfr yy>kj^ gtyr yRiit rn%y 1 y? ^ ?raRT?tc3 ycit, 
yjy afk kyy^ yrkr ^ kyf 5 i?r fcicRRf <Fr%?r y^ffyRR c^ ^ if ^ 

yirfli? I yF ^ snWks^, yft yf^ ^ yi?^ f ?ff #it 5014011 yft 'wtf yify 
yff 3 T 5 yfrr yyry y>kfti yrff^ yy yf w yTfM-yiFy?R^, 
TT^k^aff afk yyRftaft yft My Msmy? yyyiyf ^ aiM)cy tyR yR% if ysiym 
’^t yyn ykyri if yfr# yq yy wayfaRf afk ^ ^ ^ fyrq yq 
'TT'jfiyyFekf yy yfkr ayyR yy yyrfyr ynqi yiMj anyR yy yRR ^ 
F?yi«R ^ Wf aryif yfRiyy^yy anyR yflw qci#3ff yft ^ 
yrgyyM/qyqM yjt 5tyT ^ypy arMp} yR ^ yiM 1 f% 5yyTy yrfticy 
^ qfy4 if RWT 50-60% y?r Rjyyy fr^ ^ yiMi yq yatyM c^ M 
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5. 'H®<45bl^6|'! aiWR ^ Tf 1%^ ^nfl^ I WR c|ft 

# 

«l<il?i^1/Plx!|iR cFt gcpR ^ Pmemi ’iTTfltJ ^ (Ifj) ^ 

WHait/^etcT ailq^e'if ^ 1^ atq^ im ^ JTTftrq? 3 tt6tr m 

sii^cbi'W'! ■^rq^ 3)Piqi4 qR qnqr wl%q; (^) iTpRtratr ^ 

■ifr WR qfl ^ qq^ qfl rnfli^ i (q) q? ^ q? 

■ifr 'OTcW ^ qrflq qR^Mcir ftqr i qtj ■tqqff/?'^ ^ 

qm^ Tf qieFrgq^ arwR qRR qR^ qiqfr qt qrfM (fqRtfpr;!) ^ ftq qra^ 

^ #1T qrf^q I (^qqqfiqq) 

6. "fisqqq^eR aiTETR qRR q^ %rcTT ^ PiqeRr ^ qtqm gq: Prafftq 

qrflq qqff^ ?rrsq?R^ eTRT ftqfq qiq «r| aiwlyn ^ aiq^ 

qfl ^tmr q^ qsi^ ^ qT%-qtf^ ^ argf^RT arqqrq ufi^ 
f I qRR ^ ?^Rn«R ^ WJ ^Riqqp^ q?r q?r qjqWT qq qr^RT 3TPrqT4 

q# ^ qiflq I -HeWsbi^qv amiR qfl R}^ qjf^ Rft qq? ^ PiEiffer ^ rnftq 

qTl% iqi% ■>?[ qro qsr ani^r q qf^ i (^prtt^^qqq) 

7. ; >j;^R)q(H qr^ ^ qrq^- Tf qRR q?r afqltr ^ qhrq ^TRRm^qq anm? 

P r Pq q #q ’En%q aftq qi^TR ^ qrqqff ^f vw qwqqfq^ q^ 

q R dR i^ qRSiT qq airent^ qrflqi q? qfRnjyf t i% qffqq q^t^r q?t arqfe 
^ ^tqjq '^qq^ % ^ qi%4qq cqr ■’ft q^Rr qR ^qr wflq i % q^1%qR qr^ 
^ qyq^ ^ anql^ra? ■q?frerq sRt ^ ^qjRmWf q^ trstt ^ ^ q^ 

q^ ^ qq Ptqlui i; aimR qq 1%q qtr ^qq?^ f i qRR m ?^qreR qR^ ^ qm 
qRiqq^q? an^iR 'mIBci qcRitaft '(j4i qqqRET sHi q’ftq’ qF7?ief, q? aiPiq14 



['mill—^0^4] 




5f 

^ ^TspcTi # ^ ^'WiW'i ^ ^ ^ ^ ’fttR ^ 

^JcRM ^ ^ ^FrfltT ^ viiJd<M ^5^ W tl ^ ^ 

siraR ^ IRT 'rr ^ ^ <f PiR^id ftRtr w ^rktt ti 

('?w^) 

8. 51# ^ 13^^ WT?f sfR •< j'W [4 4 1^(61 <ld 4 ^l? HMcIl 4 t 

^ 4 ^RR "^fri^RfeS ^ 3imR ^ #4 tl 

^ ^RfRTTfiR 4?sqT f^cRR ai?R 4t ^■yHIR ^RcII t sfR 

'HR T it^i^g ^ ' 4 'HH if ^ri 311^55 'HSiijni 4 3qR«r ^Rmr t,, 
^FRaftiwr^gRR 4t ^sRTT 4t aratr 4 ^ ?4 ftnir «ihi i ^ 
^'ilf^Rfea STTSTR 4 aTTeTR tR si F g ' 4) i ^ ajk 44 4 

4 #Rr ?R5 M 4 ■'Rtt t, tjcRffsfr airf^ 4t ^ u^rst 3rht g RfPi» 
sfR uRii^ 3#f t ^ l '^<j> I ^Vl' IRT 5R ^ 3>r ■»TR3 WiRr RT 

RgRIT t sfR IRT ^ 3TRRI Rn4 fq gRR 4 fRITSR 4 RJRI 

mrN 4 «r4 4r 3c4^ w t 3R4t artsT bw ^ ^ 
qrRfiart 4 3ffg># w4 t afR Ir 4 arffera? ^og> 4t 4n gR4 44 
'4lRf 4 f4R4f 4f f4R RT RW 11 ?r 4 ftgjRT 4 WT ^ vW ^ 

4fr SRff 4 4 RTST #3^^453 gRR 43T t 33 t^eff 4 f4R4f 

(qpRftaft 4 qRRTafr) irt RRra>if34 4 ftqRr 3»3q 4 44r 4 4t 3# 43 Rt 4 
ansTR gq afcTcT: f44if4q45 rtsr 3>t Rg 43T 3Tf#q i 5R g3>R qjRRart 4 
3 i 4 3q qcRftafr 4 an^TR g? 4143 Hr rj atmR 4 44 HRft trrt 

4t^43T3t3R45r43T3q434 44 t ararar qHVRjaft 3 r 4 gHtuctn 
33 f4p3R 3R3T t 4 f3 r 4 4l RRR3?3q aiRlR 4 3314^ 1431 RTRI 3T%q I 
f4 WR aR TRRHaft RRRafr 4f 43 43T t 33 443 RRRJReR atmR 

33g3R 353 3R H3T RFTT Rlflq I g35R,R3 354 T13R3 34 «143I 431 t 

33 4H3 f4q 33' '3R135R33 amjR 4 144 !I35 r 34 ^ 44 aisRi 443 Hr 
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TP a-TWR ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ if ■^sratT'^ 

i: ■JipSTT TRl^^FI 'EITft^ 3ik ^iftcT '’TT? StigR ^ STR!^ aft? 

«T3r-^^T® ^Tff -m ^ ^ratEpT fa^nT ^tht -^rflEr ^ atrafira? 

rcpTcT tf? •■fnrmfET? irfapw w f^rorar ^ t aft? cR^?n? 

f:;“j :t air vwm t i ^ ^ mg gmicft iig t % Mg 

sfcREr ^ M if giT(»>i«?f ??m ^Ccffte Mj vsrHj 

T? #R?f ^ M?s> ^ gT'wM Mjkh ^ anEH? g? aMr gft ?imf^ 
IT? ?!%rr g>f wTT ?# I (?M ;#«ra) 

9, si^i?^ gft ?mM Eftgw-gg gft tiM gft ?3|^ 

Tgift gff arragggKTT gff 11 Tjm??r3ft M anf^jmjftw cii-wM 
antrr? ’TcRftaft ^ Bft?r gtm gff gsgift g>r g?5i g>r?m g? t ijmi?T3ft ^ 
?m Ei^aft iff aM gJiFft^ra? ?T®eggp? an^n? ^ ansn? g? Pi'ifP^i^e g)?ciT t 
■'^ mf^' ?7eaffi5g?ig ^cg> gg gftmcr gg '5g?ng wit 11 gT??ig if 

'ftf wsft f^ aft? TjH?fr3ft ^ grmMr ?isTra>i?g? airai? ^ argro 
ti aft? ctjfring ?i«?i^ifg? arrar? gft ftf^rag gft ara^ ft 

gfhr aTTctTERT ?mT TRTT STT Tft Tr^ftftftf^ ^ g ^ g? TJcI?ft3ft lfT?T 
^ grr/gftr^ gi? gft ^ftw aiergr ?g?T; titgarf gr?^ fg ygg? gg grgftfg ft 
tr^ gra ciig^i4 gfifigr t (Mifit? antiimftftTct ifT?T aiftfen fr aft? gig ggr g? 
vrfrf^ g ft argsiT Trg; mM ^ ^ mM ^ aiiEn? g^ mj gftgigi ^ M 

Aft 

Tiiflgir^g? atiEn? ggrjTTaft ^ M aoo gjftggn aft? xjgrtftaft ^ M 

■'ijg'ag so giftggpT fift giffg i (3)i4^!H?ftitci) 

10. Mfr ftf agg?gg gft gIMicTT iftriT ftg? gff fftft ti ggvBid, g5?R gft 
atgf^ eft cft?rg ganffteg aft? afttMi gft ggig ??3[ft ^ M fg g? -h^*# ^ t 

fftfttl^g^ ?TegsPTfg? artETR gft ftg? aft? ggig ??3% ^ M aiggirt 



■^^4] 




61 


’Enfl'j I ^ ansTR ^sjgr ai^ wra/smltt ^ arraR xr 

3?f^ ?RTTJ ^<!3^ ^ fcR 3igj# ^ vSTcft t # mRuIW-H-^iM aifimj 
3ik ^ ^ f 1 3tRM, fxRit^fTf^ ^Rfra>I?JR aiTElR fiRft 
afsrar ^ xft^ aferar ^ >h^/wi ^ ai^^ xj^, ^ 
’^xTcTf filler % xjpm' ^ aTcpfe x?g> ^ wi (^^ift>ci aR^ir f i 
^ I^R5T XxgjJTra ?cT 11 ’ft ’nx?^ ft rnl^raRX'T Xjfft ^ fftgR IR)3 gRcIT 
t xjfr ftf^ xi^TXRf ^^^nftxjT atTETrf^ aik 5^ ^ fftEiRisftxT ^ t ^ fft^rx? 
^ ^ armR ^ xftft '^Hxj’daft/xxcRftaft ^ fftcRR 3^^ 

ft 'M'iitRT X53PJ 'XTx? ft' (cii^ fftrr fftftt Reis ft xj^^ ftt aflS^SSS^cll 

XT^ t I ftfx^'l ftxT^ ft XTTKR ft Rc||ft gft ^ -aRft ^ Mll?lS>'(U| ^ 

^ xmxpiT fxsft 3nftfta> airnttm Jftqr xmetr t 1 

fftfttfftxjfts armR ftffllft 1 ara^, 2004 ftr ^ ftt fftx i> i R!^ i ')' if 

XTP^ ft XT# t) ftcTT t ft XJRfttafr aft? fiaRlftcft ft ftftfecT 'HeTHsbl^sft ftt 
^ gfiTT ^Rift cPT fti# aftfiiRi x^ff ft I 3Tenm, xpTXRTait arqft #e^ ft 

ft^eT ftxftfftxrft^ IJeg? W X?^>g?cT TTTx<I gftxrr xlRftft ft {H'jcM're x T XTi^T^ft ft 
W cIRcTI tl aiRtf^cW, -qf ft TI^ t Ifti XTi^RTaft Iftxftjftxfts 

TfTsHsM^sft ft eiftftftq ft 5||^cb|>K;ft ' ft ^xicnxT qift 

qTft/''fT5fifhi^qft/xjeTftt3ft ftqxnr ft qrxer qxrftfti ftr aftm arfftqj ^ ^Ift xr ij TXT 

gear an ^XJ^ ^ ^ f I XTTT gifs^isif ft feIXJ antIR aft Pl'l'lfftif^^ 

afR/araiar wtct ^TRranFR ft an^R xr fftftfftr fftar xsTixf 1 (faft) 

n.'xfTsfian^ aRR aft ftqm arafft ft akra -Hsaa^ i ga'! arreiR aft fftfftacT a?ft 
arfftr fttfft xja) aft 1 1 ^aRifFnfsR arreiR ft aftax aft 'aRR ft aftfaRxa ft ^rxra 
arsTar aRR ft xjar aft xj^ ftft ft ara amTER Rxar x3ttxtt xarfexj 1 arsarRaft aft 
xftaRa ftaxar-xTar aft xj^aft aft -ijRiqi aaeiw aRift aft aft# 

anaawcTT xr^ ti xRXRTaft irar T^eraftaft ft aft an fftaan 
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^ g?sEt gjRTir t ft) ^ ^ ■war TjcnSteft ifr arft 

<t)|c><lft* STTeTR ^ 3TmR TJ7 t 3ik ^n^R) 

'Het<ft)M!JM ^ ftratftcT ^ grjFlT t| i( ^ 'ft 

W??T3Tt/’r5T^3Tl- ft ^ sfR OTHftW 3TraR ft ararRI Tfft t| 

ftft ^ift ftftrro TtsFran??? aimK ftt ftftm ftt «qcRcn <i Hgrci4^u( 
3iFP?w "nm 8JT ft ft ^ TR wftft eTRI ft^ 

^/^ftftiH ^ ftt ftra^ arsM ftrj ■ftw 5^ nw ^ wift ft tj^ 
TTl^ c2j(jgTRch ft5^ 11 ft ftiTJ ■HsHsbl^el)! 3imR ft 

300 sfft kjciftft ft ftix '^10*1 50 cr)^<T?i‘i ft^ ^rtftj I 

tl ' I'gft l ’Wft ftt WftR ftftRT ft TTfrT ftt 300 ftt '^HdH ft^ 3^7 

?iift ^tTuTR 500 ‘ft arwR TR ftcRi ftt qftmft ^ t ftRiftt argftri ft 
^?ftft t I (fttftt) 

qyiHSf ft ftnf 

fft ' WH aniri^ 

• ^ fticf fsjift fftw*! aiT'fte^ ft ^ ft 

W t ft ftt 3(tR aRT 

^ lft><4i vnm ciilft> ^ <(i«q»i’tcxT ft fttft ftPHof 

yra ^ tiT5r ft ^? 

9TO ft'ftftft 

1. ftt ^ I (gjfttiT ft ftt (ft^rfftf^T)- ft^ ftft fftpr qft^??^)) 

2. TIMtjftait ft aRfifFT 'He«'st)’l$«l'ft ftt qTRoff (SIWR, 

3{Tf^ ftftr) TR ftft tl aicT: *He«f|)l 4 «lft ftt ftSUT ft UTItlR tR 
TpitRift ftr ^)^ ^)Tftr ^>1%^ ti 3Rr: irsqjRcft irt ftftr 

3ITtTR TR Tjrn?^ ftt qOHlI^d ^Plft ftl Tjfft^ ftt vjflft I ff^R) 




[MFTIII— 
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3. 'W’ff f?t?R^ ajk ^ ^#s!ii, ft?Eftq 

aficivii^diarf) ^ oTT5^^ T^fsm ^ ^ arrt 

^ rR? gin>rf^cb iTTfiJ % 3R% f^PHcTt ^gtm 

t I 

4. ^3?^ ftRTT ■>RIT t “WlTSit' ^ ■'«®Hjt>l^«R'l' ^ ^RSIT ^ 

djrfdH ^ ^ ^ mOhI^cI ■ftRTT vSHI 3(k anq^ ^ 3Rl 

qrq^ anq^ ^ ^ ^ qR'Hil^d %qT qnqr cnf^ 

^ Riq-iH qp<T qR^ ^ qra ^ wTR I O^'RTtftrjqr) 

5. 'HSHst’i^qy!’ q?r ^ i^^Erffer qiR?t qqff^ 

^qe? qi? u^i^icb)' ^ aqqqq i?tfq) ^ yjni^ aik ^qoi anq^ qft 
Wrofr qq^ qft anq^m t, q>t qq ’ft qr^ ftR qqqqr i aiq: 5^ 
qqqqiaft aftq q i f^io ft qw qqrft qq qn^. qqqfeqjR qrviR qq 
^ufq #iT aftq anfcT ^ 1 (Itqq^ ^q5?T) 

6. qmr qft ftqgq ^ftrnqft ^ ^r®t ^ qm qq^jqiaft ^ qsq ft qf^qifftq 1ft>q 

qrrft qr^ ^qqr arq^ qft ft^sor qq qjq 'ft y<?ft*a qjfeq 1 1 ftft^ 

wi ft qfftqqr qft anqqqqqq ^ rRf ft^qfftqj t qftffftj qcftwq qqq^aft q# 
■ftftq qq> tro^ ftq q? ajiyiRct ?iqR qRR qRft f aft? q?Tft qiq qft qq? 
qRT? ft qqjft f i f?iqft qT -^qq qg ? ft ^ qftsr qq ?iqqq 11 (qq?Rft) 

7. ?*i?'n 3 ft qq ti?) qqqftqft qfftqqt § ftT^ ^qftt/?tqqq ft aft IftiftFq 

atsTcrr ?iqq atajqr ft?r ft qq^lqcr q? qfftmf^ ft 1 f?Tft aftftf^ qift 

?reqT ft ?qcra ftq?? aqq^ ftr ft ftr fftqqi fts q^ (qj^ ?nq) ft ?!qf ft 

Mf^-cllf^ ft aft? ■Hedfbl^qft qft ?M ftqt qRlft ft ?q 8 T-?qaT 3 Rl tjcRfraft 
f ft r- Hth T qqft ■qi?qft qft f%qqcT gftqi q^qr ftiqr ft qft (^<m«h qfte ftt yqcw 
qRift fti «iiysbi?<i?t ft ?M fft’M<d qRT q 5 ?ft ft fftq ftftq amqr qram qqq 
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^ ^ foHj ^ 3000 ^ wm 

Sim ^rflcT ^ ^ ^ 25 an q ^e^l i ' ^ ^ 

I (fM 

8. fiii^shi'W'iX ^ ^ ^ 500 g;% g?H t oik TTPfkr ^ ^ 

fcf^f 300 g5^g?Hf ^ fktj 11 ^ 3^ 5RT OtR^f ^ cgg^Rl 

OT^n* TTOT t FfrfkTj ^ ^ ^ I (an^^pRfkfr) 

9. 31'fi'i'Hiil'jn awil^ci 'mffEB Hi1?m>7w ^ Ikt; wro ^ t 

gft era? ^ tpnr?T3fr ^ ^ ^ gmr t oik 

^ oi^ggkcRT ^ ^ gjtftm tl t^iiiT^Toir gft wil^ 
<T?cg^ t oik ^ ^ ^ggm t g^rff^ -g? ^ g?i '^orgwn ^ ggrftg 
^ ggjcTT ti om: TRgig t wj^sfr ^ ^ ^1 gram ^ so 

g^afr oik gra ^ gra 5,000 onw ^ g?1%g (#8?%) 

lo.ii'Sshi'W'il', 'TOgofr ^ ?iftr tariff ^ 500 gkig?i^ aik Trnkg sigf 

i> 1kg 300 gj^rarngt g5t gfg g?^ 1 1 ^ 3ng?f ^ aiggra ^ 

otfIt fkgr rair t FTfkg gikt git oiggfer ^ gjig 1 (glti^t) 

qypref ^ fkg 
mgkf mr g«ftg><^i 

• ggt gt^gr dgpi ^ graiPtr ^ ^ ^gkt' ^ ^ fkg fkgft gggg 

gft gm-’fftra P i £<fRff ^ t mfk gf^ mr g^tgRm g^ fkgr 
gg ^rgg gt ^rtgi^gr kftgr ^ ^mTPg ^ gra ^ ’^ggrt' gst gg ^ 
gigg gisgraniggt' ^ oiRpt gtfkgi ^ fkg ggfkt grag gir gi^ 1 
. fkgft ^ tsrar orafk g»t graifki ^ gig grgsft^ ^ gkra ^gg ^ 
OTPt ggr^ ^ fkg fkgi g^ g>t raggen ?kft grfeg? 




[WTlll—-^^1^43 _ __ . _ 

wi% ftwrfMf 

1. ^ ?fl ^ ■^ICl'l ^ ^ ^ fcH? Viil^l ^ITJ n'lfe'H ^ % 

crm 4 iHW #TT ifrfltf I ^ ^SRII 3?g% '(PIRT ^ ^ ^ 

^ ■?ff^ ^ aiT’t ^ ftejfcT Tra ^ t 

^ir ^ ^ ^ ?ra5 4?r 4>7 r 4?r terai arat^ ^ ^Him ^ ^ ^ 4 k ift ^ifeci 
1^5^11 W ^1 ^ ^ virtt aff? 4>7R ^ ■MHlfitl clT^ % 
y^nf^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ f$j^ ^ ^iH^i ^ 45»ft ^ 

«nf®Ri ^ t era ^ ^ 4fToft ^ eTTft^ ^ ^ ^ ?n^ 1%^ rarar 

(^5=^ 4t # ffrarf^^)- ^weT €t 4t ^?ira yjf^sra?) . 

2. anq'^ci'iX ^ ara^ yraR ^ ^ig^ f, ^ 

4raR 4?r afgUr 4?r 'HhiPci % yra ^ yra ^ yg^ fcifeer aig^ *traT 

yTTyr ^nflyi fpif^ei a?g^ i> ^ aira^ im (i) ^rajgy 

(ii) yrl^r^ srfteT ^ 4>l<;'liim> (iii) y^ yy y^ (iv) yjt^ ygyiy-yy 
(v) ywi^ui (vi) yrl^ravOT yy yy (vii) yi)^ <(y>iyi wlSiei yym 

yy affy (viii) ^ y^en^ yfM% yrsyy^y^ gt^ ypft yy "Hyyff t, % ?raf^ 
^pyr/y^yyiyr f^rarary rar^ wflyi yys yy ^iftyr ^ Pwran ^ 1^ , 
^^yr ^ «i«i^ ^ yyRT ^ golrtiilBn f^jy? raiyr yi^y i yft' yyy»t ^yi ^ 
ar 3 [y% ■fr yn# t efr yg yrayyfy? irar armfij^ yyyyait/^ycTy affy^ #g 
f^TycT yft ^lyyr yy aray gr^ i (yyra) 

3. uft y^; 51 ^ iry y>yi^ ^ y^raray ^ y>l^ yray yftyi P i ylRy 
yfr y?r y?r?r yrfly i yg yy? ony^y yy srayny yf^yi t afty gyf ftPiyPlei 
yiy^ y?r airayy^ y^ # i gyr^ a)friR<w, ^yi^ ^ y^ty^yw ^ yray-yftyr 
f^ifftcT y5yyT yy^ ^ yyf# ^ ^ y>y^ aryftgpf yjy ^ anyyyyj ^ i gyr 
yy5Ty i> ^jyiy ^ y4tyra^ wft>yi3#^ wflci'i ^ yrEyy ^ yy? yj^t aryyr any 
^ sry fsyyVt arr yranTT ti yfftyr y>t yraif^ ^ yry yragM ^ ^lyn 
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^ fetj ^ eft 1}^ ^Tf?RT ^ % 3l«PT.cmsf 3jraR q? aRWT 

^ viTT^ ^trf^ I i^rPm, ^ ^ ^ etnj. ^ t, cn»Rnft ^ 

^ ^ Pj%cT ^ jRji? #ir enf^ araPr ^ 

aiPrartt ^ ^ «i^ # NjcieieT ■^i ^ftPri ^ ^whiPt # ^ ftPm amPgriJ 
m ^i;Tjg) qsT atefirr 3Rt qsm ^1 

4. *it^ ^ ^ 3f^ ^ ^ gj ^ Pn? 

aiPrPiiiw/PraPf ^ P i Ptid wi ^ PisrfPtr ^ ’mP’r ?nP> gn 

H'i}Pb'i>'r ^ ^ efr '#3p ^5^ ^ 'HHrPi P ^ ^ ^ ^ 

vitP ■^fetar if ^ StPHT ^J^HT Pel'll I hIviJ^I i<»>l ^ 

^ «fK sdertPr ^ Pd? HfP ^I'FPTq Pw aidTT mPi? 3jk 5 ^ araPr 

P armte? (q^afr/w^Pt) srt ^ cra^ ^ ^pt ^ ^ uirai 

t atspT pgiaff Pr ^ cR pTiT umiT t aiPm ^Fi^jra5Tf«R arrai? qq 
^ aJciPf Prop % fiR^ie'i P P^ ^irt Pj^it P, P Pn? P ^ 

P ■gw^ PnjT «thi ^mPq 1 (tqPftq^) 

! • 

5. Pt IT, gjTP Pt 'HHiPi P dfp p gn '=Tpwd P Piq PPsra 
^Fm-i-PPT ^ pErf^ PPt ^nPq ^ttP? 'HeHsdi^d^ m^^im ^ P afhj ^ 1P# 
PdcT' Pt ^ P HmP <t itoPt arfiPT wt<t m ^ i (PqqP Pwef) 

6. P^ cm Hpch-iui P^yp cp ^dnpT P ^ P ^ qcp Ti#p qfp fpTJT 

mRT ^npqi ejP pjyp crr Pmr arPP P Pr Pt ^ qp Prit 
mrciT t afm PPir P fPPt qq Praqd qp pm q? cm? P 0 P 

Pt pT *1111 U1I1I EfTpq 3?tq 3Tqp pqr fPr ^i vjp ^ qp PPir anm ^ qq 
fctfppqq? Pt 3 tP?t mrP cR pm mrpq PtIP anrP pq fpqf P Pcr qqgq fpq 
qq qsp R armTfPr P apq rt afqfPr amlP P atajqi ^qrP fPiqqj 

penajt Pt Pq qrqp P Piq fPPt wr P q^qq qp qqrm qnqr qiflq 1 




[*^Tn III—1^4] 
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7. 3iK?fcT: 3 ^ srafe ^ ^ afk flifi>i(v«4> ?raf i> ^ 

^ 12 ^ araRr ^ yr-- l^tJur ^ ^3^ 1 1 gi ftil^th 

TRif 12 3 T 31 & •^Tt ^ ^ ailW ^ ^ 30 

w^fer ipi ^ ^ wift^: sft^ ^ravr 12 ^ arafir ^ ^wrf^ ^ 

1??^ f^^'TcTRr ^55^ ^ ir^iro f^tr «n^ i irf^ aT^ i * i 'W-< srt 

aigftcT ?m# vJncfr t rfr ^ff '$ f^ciw 'jff t^Rncr itn^ ^ 

^ ^ 12 ^ arafSr g?r ^ a?^ ^ ^vht 

I ^ 51# SM *iFra> ^'i vsnar t at ^ ajfli^ 

^RTW ^ ^ %aT ^ S3WT t 3fk 'T4t<!5^'^ g)l4 ^ v3T 11 
12 a#ff ^ srafSr/^a^ ftjar w 

r ^ 

t, f^vcim -m acmr ^ear t, at a? araw ^ a^ diioifoii* ?iaf 

arr ^ aa? anfr ^ w aw t aita '^aaff a^ aaar a^ arnrar afta 
^ ft aq difiJiriaa) aiat aft ftiar anai t, ^ aaa: af siatSr a»t ^aistia aft 
aifRi ^ oip; fr antjrr 1 (^ ^aci) 

8 . a>aR 3ita aftajaa aft aaa ^ftar af ■^. w alta aa^ ara ana# 

wrf^ # aita aft ftft 1 ^ aftf f^rf^ia? aragra aft t ^aa ija? af aaaia 
aaiar fiar afr? faaa aftfta^aa ft aft ftjar air aa5aT aaff^ a? araa 
aalaia^^TR ^ a^araa aprr anaari cai#ft gm 3 rr aatapr a>aa a^ 
f^arsR ft a? an5#a aiafit ^ ftar aft? ?aafr ftaft aaaa 
cold vjii’ii aa aiaaia ftar a 1% f^taa afta ^aiaft ar^afcT aft ft anaft aia apa 
aft aata f^ta^rf f araa^er ft 1 aff f affara fHaaf^ affara aft f at 
qg oqciaia a) Pi Rad ftar afta 5a caiaia f qsft ft aft ftar 

atta ?a^ a ^aar 'far aararart aRa^ aaftaaiaif aft ft a^anft ^ aiaat aw 
trfar aff amf ^ aarar attt af aaeit aff 1 a^ ^(P)a> aracit f m fM 
aar f via ^ ft aw f aftftaw fim f, frsaawt aiwa aaif aaaar 
#aij a ff ar ^ffer ^ afrftaw a a>a^ aft aaaft t a? araaawf aft 
■sfR w M(?nl*ii ^ y ®naT? aiagR ft f, afff^ f Tja» af ^ Ria ^isfiaagaa 






THE GAZETTE OF INDIA; EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part III —Sec. 4] 


arrar? a>t crar aft oan? m af^acfa a 

a5^ ^ a>?R ar ar 5i?i^ f 11 a’? a^ a^ F^nsr? a5a^ aa 
afta ti af^ ^ a>aa t at a? ^ ar art ^a^d fcta^ ^ 

itai aifla am ^aaia aaa-aaa aa atfta aa 'ffm a )i ' gay mma ^ 
snaia aa #aT aifta a aTf^a> arftar ^ anma aai arf^ aft a^ ^ 1^ 
a? 'cjfqa ftar 'unsflai—araf eo ^ aj?i aft ana cnf^ aiHsfldi—araf ^ 

1^ aa 30 afta af^ aif^ai a>aia aa; a|a^ aiw aiif ^ aa?r ^ 
?at 3|o ^ araa €tit^ at ara^ ftaa m at^ i (sniaaaftaet) 

9. ai^ aa? gai# ama at 4t%a; ama atr^ f aa aa> far aa4 aft aar 
anar^aiflai af^ atasjflar aiaf ^j>ta: ftajat ^ amft t ^ tsar ara^ ^ 
aiaasfaa^/aaaaisft ^ aaaarait/aaiaaiaft, ^ aram aft’aa^ a^ aa 
atfeaj ftai anar anaaaa? t afla af^ aarfta ^ sil^raaaf aa ?aa ^ t 
at vi ' f i R i a ai€f ana ^ 1^ aiafiia aftaa ^ afa^ aa aa?^ ti aa aaa aa? 
3RR|ffalaia ^ ^ ^ aifSaf aft aiaf ^ aima ama aa;^ ^ ytrHifid 
mar mfirji aiiliaraa aft aar ar^^tajaa ^ atfla atfea? 
aiaa^/4t%a> ama ftraaa ^atat ^ ^ anaatt aaa ara^ ^ 
1^ jnasM ^ a;a> aia ^ aa ?tai mf%a i ama a>a ^ ara afta a^ aa? ott^ 
asatimfe^ am aft aa am afamr at aaaaa ataf irat Waa i^argaa 

anafita) ataata at ^acft aft atasar, vtan ^ft amt ?t, ^ atf&i1«aa) 
aawcTiat aft 12/18 a^ ^ aagaa atam aa ga; ar^ m^t aft 
3iiatja«ai t i ^«t%) 


lo.fiteaft ama aft ataa aftat am aaraa a4ta>aa' aa? a^ ^ ara ^ ftar m%a 
am (imfr aama anaaft arasM ^ aaim m ararctr 1 1 ^ aft^ arppft 
sraalat aff t araR trar a4 aia ataaa ^ mt f am aaaa a^ftaraor 4t a^ 
fltnn an ararar aaffft> a? “a^fe ritai^a" aaaaatataia f^aa aft atatorar ti 
8iiai(a* ara aR apaaafatara aRR aa FaatsR aR ^at ^ eft a? 

H i j^a aft anafSr aa> atm ^ mfta am ftRft aaaa art fS t a tm a amia ^ am 




[^in—^pjs4] wff ^ : aronm 

^ ^ Pn^R ^ WT ^ cTSTT ST^pfcT <^qci cT*ft ^ wTTft 

^ ^cRBI^ ^ ^ ciM t^TBPcI ^ I ^ ^ <H t ^^ 1 V ?f<t arafir ^ 
-tiBai ^ f ^ V? oiJq'Miq 31 Pi(^x|cl cl«n ^ ’HIT 

^ 41 ^?fecT ^ ^ sfk ^ sr?mr «if^ wflacrr ^ 41 ^j^^nil 

^ WHT ^iftr ?ifcr g4 '?#fr ^rictt ^ aRcHi wi ^ ^ 

ijf t ^ ^ ft>41 ?!7R w h41*'<ui ^ t, ?fr 

«ii-s*i'W'( ^ 4? ^ ^ ^i 41^5^ 4f ^ 

4t ’UqR^ 4 ^ 1^ 4tfe^ 4^ 44 ti ?rragji^ ^ aft^ 4 ii? 4117^ 

UIcl^yirH* SJRR oqgfR f ^ 4 cr4 i> fcf4 ^ f4 ^ f Rc1 4?sqT 

CISTT 4l®fra>15^ ^ WIT 4 fir# WR ^ mRcIcIh. ^ gR4 # ^ fWR 

q>'<'^ ^ arnr? «?>'<4 If i 4 ^ ^rrI f^ciTSR ^r 4 ^ 3rr?T? ^r4 41 ^ 

ar^pra f^RIT W t ^ ^RR ^ t cf1 t[f ^ Ull4c)jd (4 cRU| ^ 

^ cWT ^»TcIH ■qlftcr ftR ^ •d«Hst>l^«R 3rraR ^ snsiR IR #Tr 

»nf^ji 'H(4 <i ^ 3n4 «isi4 Icr, ^ ^Rict ^t^rr f4> 'dH^di eucrf eo f4^ ^ 
^ 44 wj cnf4> -unsflcii-gicrf ^ 30 144 14^ ^ t sfR 30 144 ci4> ^ 

4lfS4f 44^ 4RR 4 r 4 4 WR 4lf ^ cfl <f14l4<i 4 RTT^ HrIT v3TT ^| 

(4l3jlTJ4>3n^) 

441441 ^ fcHJ 5^ 

W ^ ^ 4-^44lf 4 44 <? t l4 

i ■ 

• 441 ^ ^ Xf 44clf ^ 4-4444 4 444 i 4 ^ fcTf aifim dlfe^l 4n4l 
^4T i4tT4T 4lf%4 cn14S 4ft ^4T-U4lc1l ^4R 4f1' ^ 4T4T t c4 W ^ 4 

44or1I ^ 4-44 ctY 4 444 4n4 crr(1« ftirtfuici ftrj \in4 ^ wsr 
4 'H«IH«i>l<44' 44 44f4I 444 ^*<44 4lft4I ftoT 444? 


« 
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7(| 

1 ft, ^ ^ ^ *11? I ^ ^ ^ €t 4t 

I ii4^sra>) 


2 


i t^p ^ if qjrar f cn% srs^i^ 

^ am^H qq ^i ajcr: 

srrsgjR^^ ^ q? 'jqggrT ^ #icif qq wcr^ 
q*TqTOit/^?^ snw^ ^ qra^ ^i aft? 

' q*Tq^/^?cr affq^ if W5r *1^ ^ qi%, cfr ^ ^ 4. 

M (q?) ^ Wl.Ssbl'W'< aflq ^1<tcl l qrt qq> ’FRIT? a? an*? 

iqrflq (?CR) 


3. ! q? *IH ^ ^ 1^ Sl^jPI-W-F 3ik ^fH q ^a fr/^?cr 3IR^ fiigoai 

! '^Nh if WFIRT aft Fnfti!! qqfqr wi aif&if^qai 'FRSItciT-araf 
! ar? ^ I a?a?TcT, aft arfSaf wFm ^ ai^ w afa ar^t, 

I Tff^ aiaR aft wf^ a? fitajFai #apff ^ ■aasftar-aiaf ai^ #g ^ 
anar arfla i af^ 51^ aiafir aa f^rafRi ai^ atiar t cfr 7 
aft arafit aafai ^ 1 (wfta) 

4. aif^tfiiaa if a^p^ta ’tacff aft ^-^aaft if aRafifa ^ 2 ai? aa 

aiftra anir aa ap^ #a aiHa aT% af^ aarai aft^ aiara 

a^ a 57 ai^ f at ^isaaa^aaf afr ^-^aaft if mim^ aft aift?? ^aaff ^ 

I aat anpt ^ ^fsfa if aafai atfea aa ai^ 1 ^aa^taa) 

• i * ■ 

p. ^ftiai ^aisff ^ tftaff ^ ^ ^ aaif ^ if ’^aoi if aRaRfci ^ 

at^ a’ti^ta ^^lacff ^ a^t^ a? ^ ^ awi ^ jrafta a>aai ^ 1 

aft ^ aar^r aff ftiai aa aici; aftej if ^Rrai €taa 




[^m iii^^rt54] 
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^ TPTTy; 

^ ^ ^55ft ^ ^ «IHT 

fSf^r^ A ^ srgqRSRIT ^ gJRRI 3TO ^ illS+l’ ^ %t 

’ff ec^l ^Wr ^ 3tFI '^T^ hi 64>1 ^ CIMIO ^ ^JR’t ^ ^ 

g?fff^ ^51cl ^ *IR ^ ^ ^ ^ srar vilRIT t 

I ?#f t ?nf*ra t ^ ift ^ 11 ^ 3ik 

TTI?^ ^ ^-^%cf ^ ^ ^ '^HRW W. W ^ 

arftR f^iqfl^ ;3HT ’mfttj i >i(^Ra<i arafe: ’^frew t t^ra^ 

HT?^ amr ftgje'T ^ afR ^ ^r?rai i!'H<fl41 ^ aiw ^ ^ 

fejR ^ RtR arras 3iR^ ^ ^ wrr/ari^sr^r* ^ aiw^R 

^ I tn '- kiR**^ ^ ^ ?r^ ^ ssjT^^ (snfira)^^!^ ^ 

fera gft P i ^Rid ^ -Hgracii M»ft, v3^ ^iran^ ^ ?if^4( si^ ^ ft^R 
^ f^l^RT ftniT «nw, f«ra^ ariM^s-rl' ^ ^ ^ 

smi^ ^f ^jwnm PrM ^ rist rupit, ara: 

^ ^ vitj^iji) gfr 1^ ^ RT^ I (aiRtR) 

6. ^ ft ^SR ^ XT vRil f ^d ^ ^ 2 xr^ ^ ^ftfeR 

Ri^rr f^rafRci rtxj cn1% ^ ^ Rgf^ wi x:t 3ik ^ 

^ JTT^ ^ ^ISRf ^ fSI^ ^ ^ R®«rf>l^«iy ^ xiJjficT 

^rtf^ ftR RTW I (41l!d41 

7. ’tilHI’f) #? XR Xjxr>^ ^ ^ ^ «I<<H|C| ^ STR W?>t xjg^ ^(1^ 

ftTIT RTST tl slfR^ld, aTR uRSI ^ x^fRR 6 HlR)4) 

arVi’T i dV XR R? srar ^ Riflxj ^ ^tr MRdl^d ^ x?^ f i 5RXft 

TTTf^ ^ R^nr^ # RFTTrar Rf^ ^ ^ Rift RSR’ Rlf^ f 

^ ?R^ afk RJT^ ^'IdM RRR flRTIJ^xiRf ^ ^ xjiR 

atfeRcR x^saR ^ afR rr^ 1^?rxt *rir5h Rfls rr^ l^raffer rt 

afiR RTftxj I ^JXJR^) 

xflv^ x^xp^ ^iTfer Tjfr xf ’^RR ^^ qRcjfScI #rT RTfRT t R5t wj^i RR 3 RTf RR 
arfiTR Rtf^ ^ Rlftxj cIT% ^RRf # ftRX!R> ^ ^R^ ^ RIR RRR wi 


8. 
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^ ^ ft) ^ ft^ ^ ftr? 

^T^fFT ^57^ ^mr 3fR MRuiiHW-hM ft^ 'HlRl<*) ffe 

^1 ?Tt i> wr tfttp Iltw '?RR ^ ^ ’ft 

aii'^^<i)di fti^ 5T^ im at^’ft fti ft)^ i 

(Mt 

9. w ^15 ^ siftm ’ftfe^ (anfij’i’jft^) 

j ‘ ^ 

i 

10. ^ |5f yr!ft> ^ ft ftW) Tjg> «[R ^ Sjaiftt ^ ft 1 3ft^, 1 

igcik, 1 3ft^ 1 vS’Tft ^ ftftr *i#ft ^ 3ifim ft ?nftf im# 

^ ^ ft ft ff vj)M<t> l ft ^ ^ 3ik OTtcft ft Hcft^ ^ CT^) '7f?t 

onijli (tsft) 

i 

11. ^ ^ arfinr ftftqft) 

Wftlf ^j ftl^ 

i 

u<MN (aiRan^oft) 

• w ^ 3iT5r?f 'H®Hft)M«i^ ^ ?raf aft? Pi«itn ^ 

ai’^HlIsd ^?ft aft? ai-djbfte’T aft? ftWt ^^aft' ft' ’iftrftftpfT 
ft" ftPl^iP l d ^?ft ^ ftnf 5T?T an? an^ aft an^ f^?n an^n ’mftxj? 
?»ft sf. «ft 3rr??f ?i«*ift)M«H ^>?R ^ ftnj ^ ?i?g itft ? 

1 . ^ ^ I ^n? ’T? ^ ^ ^ ^ 5 ?i? ft ?ftflftcr ftdcit/ftiirfti aft 

a)?R aft a? ?i«na)T?a? ansrr?, afffta wita?n ft ucftw ft 
Hrft^ ftaft ft ftter-*na a? afl? fftT?aj ft anrffti aft anft aiftt ato a?, ami? 
5 raft aift cpRftf aft aciHT, afft aft^ ft ft, fftaiaf an PiaeKi aft? araiaff ft aiaft 




*nt(T 
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[vrrin— 


# anilSRp fl?R»T/^n5^ ^ P|cik'» afr? an^ ^ 

^3Pj ^ ^ ^nszRem ^ sraw afk ^5^ #tt, uraaJRs^ ^ 
4t|H4<^dl 3ik l^cR^ ^ erfrt^, Wnft aft? flum ■?fl%cIT ^ ^ ^ ^ 

»f, sraaJRC? sm ^ »S aiqw i ?) ^ ^TT^ if ^WrajJfSR gif ^ ^ 

«m ^FRft, at'flftrU'jul ^ ftw ^sim ^ ^ 

ct^ afl? «ii<sff>i'K'( SM RP|t|*i ^ ctel vjiidi ^ eft •si'b'^f^'l H«5l4)'<''i ^ 

^ oqq't^lT/^ ^ (Pen'll tp'f’ll ^jTt|?f <p(S'1 t R?T 

ara^RS^/ftenra? ^ fM ^ #t a^r; ^rit vJrRT t H? “in 

^ g>^?' 51 ^ ^ <»>*it|l^) w ^>Rf»fR ’fir ^ ^ if ^aR«f 

^ #1 ara; ^ aniN tjjp ti 4f ^ ^ ’Rif’fT wn if «t#!i 
^raferaf ^#cT T{a iRiRor <t?t i d<< i> afepfer ^sn^att^ (’TRcft^i ^^tcT ^ ’If 

rnf^iaiyui) wTftti ft^rr «mi i ^J^er ^ ^ (^ci i P i | ^ ) ^ 4t ’asW 
z iT’Sjhi'W'f tpT TRi aft an^ aiw^ ^ ’msr an^ tM a?r ^ 1% 

qiPl(vc|q> oqq<t«n' WTfttJ ^ Wf%’I I ^ 1%5T, ^ 51^ SRT 

if *f1Ra<b ^ f^ w t, ajsjar ^rsFri^q^ aRR ^ ^ if lei fed if 
^ f^ ti ^lag an%r ^ naidi ^ ij<MlB i <«>N ^ ^ gjRR 51 ^ srt 

i<fl<j>l*i 'HiH^cxH ^ afR an^ aff arrtt fern aar 1 a? vSe^^ aRar 'ai^ fe 
H'HK«i ^ if sf fe# 1 1 aicf: afRan^afr airff ^ aff aii^ anaaaaRrr 
aff ti fieiffe 5if aa aa t ftf ^enfeMKH aRR ^ aR^ ^ aifgaf air 
ftaR-ftaaf aR^ ^ 1^ ftfaa ^ aaew aRrar aiearaaa^ 1 1 (?5R) 


3 WHfeMUH aRR ^ feni ^ ai^ataa aft aff f 4 t aiff’j 1 a? 
^RaJiR §Rr ^la 57 ^ Tjaf ’j?! f^afta gai ^ ^taia t afR fit ^ 

^ if # tja ^ ^’^aeR if aft ’jPrct ^ rcr aR afear ft ana^ti 
ar^^ar Roa ^ araiR ^ f^a>Rr ^ afta Pi^ki* gRr aa> aa aiRR ^ 


aRaf4a> ^ air araiiir ^ qiPifeiai if feRft rr^ ^ fRaafa aff, 


ftar aiffa 
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4. f ^ ^ TRit ^ ^ 

St? %r wiPTr infill I ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 4 ? ^ 

3i1?ra5T? ^ ^ t ftvifr ^ ^ ?rf^ 1 ^ir?i#pr) 

5 . ■Ilf sil^rPnm ^ Hfctiliyi t aik ^ ^ 

'4ll»^tbl’ki^' l ’ ^ giUtJ <1Sjr ^ iif % 3lfe^ 

Pi^<w ^ rirf^ vjM'*i1<wi ^ anM^e^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ I 

(4)iprt) ^5ic^) 

6. <i,'<fl'«rrv ^ ^r cfFj; ?wr wcir arg^ 

^ Snfl^l 4pT cl^ TIW ^ ^ ’Etlf^: sll-fthl-W^/WWfr IKT 

3I7TR#ft^ ^ ^ tflw ^>7^ mr ^ ^ ^sI'HIfe ^t >3^ M<I>|!JH; ^ ^ 

jk-*jjcH'4^c;ch arj^RTtn; f^wRd ^7^ ^ OTAra ^ 'W ^ aral^ ^ 

cFlfe gtziT ^ %5PfI; 3lp|c||lj ftfJTR fitfgn i> qwR# 'M 

■-aTiTTi c(T?7Tr ^ 75 # f; flr^ 3fn^ 

3tPlc||4j eHTHT TISfT ^f?f7t^ 3nf^ 'R ^ d'lHI; ^'I'dH, cl’MI'frH ^ 

^ i^cF^ sRPrr rTsn ^ ?i«n ’qw^^fr ^ art^rant ■?>'? 

gFCT; xnpYMr IRT Rratf^ ^ iR ^ sfra^TRe^ rISJT iJHlJHaft SRT HTRfi?5 
cTSTT vjf^ *rRlT cian ^ wfl 57^ ^ ^ f>c^ SRT ^ 

1%q ^ iR ^STRT^ I (qiRRtr) 

7. i?FT=fri7 cJlil'flc; ^ ^5R Wf 4Jll^<P1 ■??. 

41#/2004 ar-fR^a'TTivRf fcjRm ^ 3T?r#T aiRra# 3#«7 t # ^ «ii^<}>i'Wqlf 
■dSTT qHTRTait/c^ afwfe^ C^ fm fc7%FT ^RR # Pl«4K'd # arfSt^ftlcT 11 
7!^ ^pncf #711 GTTcTr t 1% ^ # TtY-^ St^ # ^RR ^ TRlkT #!JR 

?R^ defT arftRjfxRT ^R^ # y|fhi(l 3IRH TfR# YnfliJ iq^ TffeR 

"fl# #Wrc^ 1[T7T 31TRFTT 311 ft TTaiT ^ IRT ai^^i^tcT 13^ 

TfRR i; arffiR, 37 # -rr # 1#3nFT ^tir ^ ^ i ^rr 3Rr#irpt ^ ^ 
TTf^aff # qrrftcT f^-qr 'OTiiTT ’EiTitq 7 ^ st^, 'He7i?Mf4y aimR, feRR ^ ci^t^Pi, 




[M inill—^TO4] __ : araWOT _g 

asirflt^ T»rS 5 3ITf^! 5R inW ^I^IR l^'I ^ ^ 

ffl^ ^ ^ 1^ gl^ji ^ 11 f%€r ?Ncr ^ 

fttJR f il> HRR ^ 3nq ft?R«r V^gM> I Ht 

^ fc^T? ’ft #5R «!HT 'EnH’I I (i^ 

8 ^ ^ fctij csrrjsn^sft ^ 1^ vjfPTT 'aifl'j 

fiajT strong ft yi(6i<t>'j«i gft f^ferfir/^ift^qf; ’ft’ir ’rai ^Rj,- arafir; 

^RTft MK«{(^cl l cWT Hlftfttfm! ?T85T ^ ftfcR ft’lT 3nf^ 

^rft (Teg girffteT ^ 'grfltji m i^Fsantaft gft aifft*t ^ ftgr «iraT t (I«it 
aiRaniaft gft gj?ft m m f^ «T?m #, era erar ^ em ft ^ 
t ft t: ’j’Fjroit ^ 3Piteft/fl>g!5vjft gft gj^gr^ ^ ^ fftpftgw gff 
g^rrar wfr ^jgJcTr,- ^ ’gjm nn€t bw #it ^gr^Tj; gmfttcr ^ m fq 
airar? ^ ft warifgft ^ gft gft^ anggngsgr Bff ^ 

giflq aft? -gjTR gft ajgfft ^ ftt?FT ?igfra5Tfg? angr? ft gfttgft g>?ft gft ’ft 
gitt arggweTT ’rff ^ wflq; ciiwfcig^ ?i®Bg5i?g? arraR ft gq g5?R ^ gFicft ft, 

BFit 3 *iiRict> ?r?ffErg (arg gr giBg) fftgffer fftiq gnq f«Rift fttftt aft? ft gpft 5% 
ftft ai f ft gr diT ?ftgT ft; aftftrfftgr grgftftg gft gRR ft ?grai gft giFir ^grflq; ftgr 
ft iftcR f^-wK gRft g? gft^ gfftftr gft ftgr grfftq; ftgr gft gfftngi ft 
?ii )H i [ftci. ftgr ftg ft ftft^ crag gq ftft gft gft ?nfftcT fftft gtPiT giflq; gRR 
fttfttfftgft gft ^ ft (Tg?8T ft^ grflq; gftggpT ggft gift gft gf^Raiftgf ftgffftr 
gft gift; gRiftftt ft gmeft gft i?ftgR, gift ftfeg aigft ?itci ftg gft ftft grift?,- 
afRi ?ftt gmeft ft 30 fftg gft qgi ?igH ftfftg 3igf?i fftgffftg gft gnq,- g? ?g’?: 
l^lRiT ggq ftgr ftg ft ’ftg? fft??iR gigftift gft ft ggftt gft agg?eiT ^?ft gft gftt 
3fig?ggRiT gft ftftt grift?; giggiRBft gft qgq?iaft ft ?gift/fftggft ftft gft aiggf^ 
gft ftfti’ grift?; apg gifftft ft ?im qgq?i3it gg -riRgiegg) ?Tgg ?^gi gragiReft 
gg 1ftgg gft ftgr grift?; g>g^ ft 1ftq cniftg ftgr gr5gg?Bft gft ffti’ftgrft ftft 
giifft?; "mz ftg i s-s ?g’»5* ft gf ?g’5 gig ft ugrifim fftgr gnq 1ft 
gragjpuiift gft 30 ftg gft aigl^f ft ’ftg? ftgci/giftgfttfftft ^gr gRi^ gnqft Iftg 
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[Part m— Sec. 41 


^ i dfR i ^ ^ arafir 7Trf*(?r #r>ft ctsti ^ ^ ftoi # ^ ^ 

^ g R E T gjw v3Hi I (an^tj’i^jcr) 


9. ^ ft I wftenarf/trwg ^ ficff ^ eqn <t fq, 

^ I (t«lt) 


10. ^tf*i% ^ ftPiEjPid ^ ^ ajR^afr ^ xm\ 
gisn airan^ait miI5i*<oi ^ w w ’frapT sr#; 

MK<R t(1 l gjsn ulrliilPldl gfptr cRIT wfl<}tll3Tf %cR TRuii anf^ 
^nPlcT ^ I ^ cRP 3rR3TT^3Tr 3f1%P ■gPT ^STlcIT t cRTT 
atR^ait #0R g>r era ftrar ptrit t, era cra^ art rara <i ^ 
f. % f: ipPRrait ^ ^ggr affqfe^/j^en^ aft EPT^Ent^ ^ tuMgR ^ 
dg-f i q r rar ^rarar; ira’ ^'^fiera ^ #tt w^ier ^ ^ I'J 

aiRiR ^ ^i i> c[5t ^ aTra^^rarar ^ 

rai% 3ik gRR ^ f^rafRei araf^r ^rafranfeR arraR ^f g^tei^ ^r^ ^ ’ft 

g?l4 aira?^ra>eiT ’iff ?tft di«iR<i> ^rsfrani^ arraR ^r fti raRR ^ rapeff ^r, 
ra’i| 3 raf^ R^ftEpT (m ^ spj’t) f^ivf% ran? firrar^f ^ afR wtr 5% 
^ lartJf^ePT 'iftra ft; af l a tfii <h eivJHRuj git e[Rr i^rar ’iff rapir raifft; 

A?t; fieR ftRiR EfR^ ’R raitf ufiRra ’if #TT rarffj; ffRi aft aRraar 

^ ^ erai ’Pj ff ERf Ef frrf^rgr rapn raffj; aRR 

lAcjlPiaff aft ^ eraw far raiff?; afa?Pi arr^ rar^ aft aRReif^ f^rafRei 

1 

aft |ana; a raM t f anrait aft ^fteaR, raf ’ftfea aiafEt ara aft ff raffi; 

I 1 

ajRj aift aiacff <f 30 fta aft aa’ ’trapi aiaf^ f^rafRei aft ana; a? 
ftpf ana ^ ^ ^ araMt ’tf t; aaaff aft raaaen aR% aft afrf 
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I 'MFTlII—"^^4] _ 

■ -■' \2 ' . 

arraw^ ^ ^ ^ wwart ^ ^ ^ aug*# 

^ 1^ ^ift^J; 3Rl Tnfglff ^ wr WJ^ ^ 'Hft'ilrH* ^ 
w ft»w ^ #rr g 5 ?r^ ^ ftnj di^’tf'H #it ^ ^ 

“fRe WT ^ 3<WiSjcI ^ 5^^ 

^RirasT??^ gjt 30 ai>t aral^ ^ ’ftcR gtirr y^rq^ 

arafir 4 ai-s^Rsvi ^ir ^pi y a a ft . ^ ’imerr ^ Tf«f^ m ^ 

3R% 3>t aral^r ?nt*rR ^ cmr ^ ^ ^ 35t 3>(feif ^ 

'JM<H«l vjfHT I (5^) 

WRf ^ fcT? 

affini ^R l!<hli^4>R 

• art^TR ^ R? ’ippriSRPR ^ 'BRIRI ^ ■>niT t. ^ ^Plftxld ^ 

^ B3i 4 ^ a n R3^4»<n t ?nf^ ii i g«i>Y ^ I^rpcr 
ftcT 

• ?raT Rf^BicR # 4 ftPiafw* 3fWTfJr?i 1^ un4 

aft? awT apR aiTM)e<T aft arear aft a»TC bYrt fti%R? 

yiftr fe'MP'iftr 

1. ftf ‘?>eii ftftft ^ ijci#3jt ^ TjasrfitaiR 11 ^saa> a^t' ^idiA ^ 

M'v ft ip'iea i ^ aaftft ^ fcR ^ 1 1 f^tare Rf^ <f, ^a?f 

ftsaasf m aaW.^ 5a>loMa> aaaw ^ aff^ an^ifrM RRew ^ 
Rif^ ^r ^aci €t4t, antft^ aik ^ W a>r ^pia aR r^i 

aNf ^ aft via ikrnft aff ^ an^, aa Ra> f^tftaiaft fka^ 

am I^RftR ftRi«4 ifr, aRti i ftR ^ «Nf ^ Pwk» i ^ ftP i aiR c P i^aa^ alk 
ajfakkf ^ arsar ^ rrt ciriri ^aiagiR* r^ ^ RaftR 1 1 RTa> ft ftaftaRR 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA; EXTRAORDINARY 


{Part III —Sec. 4) 


^ MRtiiciH ^ g>T 'd#<d ft>m ^ 11 M'3f)tt>'<ui 

fq ## ^ qRtiicn ^ ^ 

qioft^ fq ijq? % atlSwy ariteraf, aft tf, # a?ift f? w( war 11 
0P#5r itWt 'iat (#qift|?T) €# wfn ti4tw) 

2. # 3Fa ttaw #wpt ^ 3nwT qq w arfftia? w ^ wtfta 
ft>ai aar ft, at affta aq qaaftra^ aft ^aar 'arc aTT##a ft#a aa ftaf^ 

ft>ai an war ti 5 tt sro ft fiia i Hai i#aaf tti#f taftaffa aft aq? 
ataa t ftf^na at# t ^aat a ffa ^ # aft ctT#f#T aft arrftct 1%aii amjar, aft an^, 
^ aa ataact ItaR ft>ai aitai arftq i jrt at at ^ araa t arwi aiaa ^ fta# 
#3it t ^aat ^ fctq aitf#i enaaff aft P t ^ f ta ^ ftrq ^#aaf ftaffta a>a 
war 1 1 qa ^Nt an attaiara ataaata, aifaaia atrlt ^ t ftrai an war 11 
tcftaffa ar# aft aa? tt ?it a#a> aftaiatar sta ^ foiq qa? ar arfit^ ^aar 
affatatff # atgnft t war ti ^aat am## im arar ftrq ant a# ?n#a 
# af ftar ft> cffta arafit # fotq ftta a# # f^ar #aoT a#a 

affafett tt ?qt aiaiR t aftateia a#t i ^aia) 

3. 'affta #r qa> Tf S i a>K aft #€tqa #t?n?a €ttt #aT # arena ^ a?^ tt far 
ftiai ftni 11 ant ataa t #aat affa#^ # foiq ?trf##r i#aaf an ftw 
a># it fetq a oti ict afct aft atnft aiftq aiftr affatc# aa arat wian?aa anara 
#a aRa i cia # #i # awr *t RatS arat # ftiq aara aarar an a# i ca#Rfa 
itaaa} # a ttt aa,ai«naa Raifct tt qat aataaf 1srar aatq aq arUtanar 

an ^ ana«T ti qa# aiRiRaa, affta nfta aa arfStar Rrtar aft anaaa^ afta 
IfPtet asa # airat t a#lt5 P it a i a» ftafta, arataa# aiatia at ^ amt 1 1 
(qjjaitnfitaft) 



[VFT m—-grog 4] 
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4. 'Sidi^e icftRvjH ^ ^ tt 'affcW ^ 

Jffq^ ^ M ' H I TOIc ft ufcppraf ^ t Slk ^ <f ^TOT ^T €l4t 

^ 15% ?ra5 ^ ^ fq ^T*ajPif^ # WIT tfe 

'957 ^ 11 5M w ^ WRf ^ WR ^ mItI’WiI ^ ^ ^ ^ 

•^f ftflR TjfHT I (q^ftTf) 

5. tcfl^ ^ cR? ^ 1^ TIRIcfr ^ I ^ 

gplfl^ 1^ V3TTJ % TRITcff ^ TIRl^ d^l ^ ^ ^ cn?#fraR^ ^1 

iJcRM ^ m TlfrRqsif '^PlRtld ^ ^ ^ ^f?R WlRd clft^ tl 5^ 
• ^(^8|Md<f> ^ 1^ raPlillH* ^ P|eiR«l vinq I 

6. ^ftrjvjT 3ISRT TTcff ^ RPmlJlcI ^ ^ ftj# IRTR ^ ftppR ^ 
P? | t|» [ R ?r ^ ^ Tjnrfr i (thri#) 


7. sira^ 3fR iiw3n^€ttRT ^ cira ^ 3ff^ ^-sfftrtej ^ 

cTairf^ ^flv^ i^cbl(2lchW aTl?m> Wl ?1^ ^ ^ TRJR ^ 

it ^T«fl?R ftR?r Tra5R gjT (^Pi7|fi 3Rig?ira> 1171? >jpT^)<a 
^ ft? MRt ir iH^ ^ ^ TTc^icr ^ ^ ^ iiRlwyf ^ ??iqT 

PTcRT t alk 3Rm: in?^ ^ Mi^<ii i ftj# ^Ri if aifii^d'if ^ ^rstt 

^ ^W*lcT 3I«RT yf^ cPn^ ^ Tra>R y>t yfriwt yjt 5cilrHl(Bd ^RR 
y? aid l' HUci ^ RcH<j><H ^ #IT I ^ycT) 

8. (^Pl<)lH4’ ^ yRT SR ?cRT ^T*T7J ^ f^ % hR^icI'I ^ 1^ 3ft^ siiM^cxl 

95t WIT yJT ^3p#sr yRR yR ^ ^ ^rr yfci xiifecT wJ #rt ^ 

nRxIHd ^ I^RI 3I«RT 3ffy^ y?f WIT Rl^Pld 11 wf^l yfilR fe# ^f 5-7 

iRiRiaTr t afR affy^ Tjyr ^ ^ yfriwf ^ y# t, f«Ri^ ^Ri # 




9) 




TOE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[PartIII—Sec. 4] 


^ tl ^ ?8JPT f ^ ^ 

3ff!PT ^ if Tjcqw 1!4>|B|4>K t 3ik 3Pft cR): ^ ^ ^ 

WllWSff 151^ ^5^ if ^Pisf ^ ^ tl ^ ^ ^ 

TRjIR ^ 3fl? Pl'<M<)K WT ^ vJ4tH*l t sfk 3ff^ ^ ^RJlftRJR I^JSJR?! ^ I 
if ^ siTJOTT t ^ ^ra>R ^ ^ t 

^ WTT if aflqky t 3it7 ^ f^Pl'MH '^iff S?T cR ?f^T ^ 

y^raraff yfr ?un^ y?r ^ 

y5fr&e gt^T ^ntt, ^ sRiffftci wifiRjR tr 11 



9. ty>fcw 3nf>M4 3nR 4 ^ if ^5^ 4t 

gftWT t,i yRTR if W#r yfrRysrf t 3ff^ y? ?!8IR>^ «^chl(6|cbK 
» I cmP i » ; tl mR^i i cHH 4 ?Rff 3ik atfy^ 4t yrr Ndc4« % 
tf wm t at^ 5^ !j(^«itj | rHch oJjmR SR^R 4t fif^yTI 
3TciRT, ^ 4^ yjpjfT sfsrfc^ 4ycT 3i1?ifim 4r iR> fir?ty 4^ airPlRi 4 
sr5nif?R5R/e^ if mRxihh 4 eTT?#fr gtm yRcir t, 4 «(ri«»vci ^ i yR ?r> 
vR# yT4 artfecT ^ ^ cni#a t aik nnk'^n 'm 44yR^/4ciT|yR 
t afk f%4r wpft^ tprqwfr 4 yJTRRet t afk wr if anr^ff ^rsnt ^ 
4w y^ yRcTT t f4 afFRR ari^ifiRR (w ^fRcT) 4 cRcT % M'Wiife yyy^ 
^ t ^ 5^ f^fkm yir 4^ ^hrjr 4 f44t y>pj^ ^ ^ rt ^r^ 
afk y? aiyt ^ef tilRn ^iRRy^y? aiRR 4 fky Rt'i'ici y§yi yf4 ysr yry 
tl (ts^) 

10 . RPiyiH4>1 4 fky y? ancRyy? ytt t y? yRyny 4 sty afk affykkf 
y?r WIT; yy i5c4^ yk yy!fit> y? etT?4Rfy yy yy> ftw 11 yiW' if arfiR ^ 
yy y>tt lyyyl^Ryy ytt t yylR> 4yef <341 ^yyy> yt ?n'« yR^ 4 f^rj 4yyt 
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^ffn^cxl ^ f^JcTtr ’ft 'ti«qi ^ 'SR ft Mv^^yui 4><MI \jfl ^ct>^| ^| 
ipiSRiaft/gragjRS? ^ R?R TR TjgjjfSRjR ;g^ ggf ?l?ir t wIFf aft^ 
sRraft^ ^ ^ ft wft ftft f I ^ cR5 ’Ttj u^^raft ^ ^ aft^ fftw^ ^ ^ 

■^■RST ?fft ^ ?ra> affftsr sfts^ w tja>ifft^R ■^ft’rr i (aft'jft) 

’RPRf ^ 

• w tR ?J5q> ^ fftfftsnFI it’IT Slfft 51, ?lt 55 

ansiR SR 5t^ 58TT W’lRf ¥t ^RHT 5^ sHt 

• SI5 ^fftf^Tfci ^ iTT (lft4>l 5t^ ^ 

'fftftnr ft' ffe ^ t? 

7R5 femf» >i <<f 

1. ^«rR ft^cRi spj gjT (^Pl^HH #n sulftsj I ft-€t5f 

^ fc^Tj ft y’TTfftr wjg ^ 3?1Sm^ #n snfftij i -ft^raci: ^ 

■ I 

^f'f^ ^c«p ft—tilql ^ f^kj cPTR ■’R 3ftsR>cR SRR ^ 25 % cR> ^S3T W ’H4)dl 
1 1 5T5 aifft^ 3REJT #mT fft> 5ft ftScR? TTlfcRft SR ^ Sft5 fftsjT aiR ’If ft5 

ft® 'JTOift, ftsgg> fT^ftsR cTsiT an^^ 13420 aft ai^+iMcii aft feift aft <j,uiadi ft 
ft ftaf^tci 11 (after ftftt saft (ftarfft^) ftaer ft ft ^ftft aftftsra)) 

2 . ftacT ^rwR cRtT ipfRiaft ft ftra ftftr araiR aft ftftift sr ft ift 5 ftsii 

arrar snfft' crtt 5 ^ 'ftiei ^retr^ sn ftffta ft fftftsR aa aft^ aftf^ra 

’ftf 1 1 af ^' g i H , ^RTR an fftsTR af t tft fftftaa iTHTa?n ft af arftsn aft 
anft t fft aia ’ftref ^trt^ aft ciftct aftar ft anft t crti aRian ^ea> arft 
'jaeisa t ft ftfftr/'ft'Hfte ajea> a? eiaiaR ftcR aR fta anft aifftj 1 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA; EXTRAOW)INARY 


[Part III—Sec. 4] 


tftftPT ^ > 5 ^ ^ ^f’fT vMf 5RT 

^ ^ ti ^ TfT f^wr ^ ^ ^ ^ 3 ii<i!jij* t ftj vJR fli-sjbiwf 
^ ^ ^STRIT t cfr siragJI^ ^ cinicl ^5^ i> ifM %) ’ft 

aj^qm ft ?i8?t ftt n?raftftt ft «rsi^ ^ 11 wroit ^ ■q? aiftfim t 

Iftj ft aitrft aft afftar 51^ ^ am ^ amft citf^ 'ftlfcni Iciffte ^ 

sRnhr 'liaciM aa ■Honim fftmr aa '?i^i a^ oiai# 'af ft# 

#fcftr aft f^rft aa ^ wi IftaR a 5 a aa# t ara ftaar am 
^TmfMapT aa etart at ^ aft ftta> aft arift^ IftiaT amjar 1 ^Iftar 

am a^ xpam# aft #1fta alft ^imaaiaa atraia a^ 1^ anaari w 

am# at m ^fftfftaa #aT ftftftaf ajca> aft #f#T a# a?it at t 1 (^) 

3. ftaar amraa am aa'maft ^ #a #ia aiana ariftaat a^ fftar anai 

mftft I 3RT: fftfftaa ^ ^jfrft ak fft P i aaa aa aftt aftlftm a# t awta ftaar 
mcnt am ^fftar aftf aft arfM i> ftta a il ^ i lftaa> aiaf a^ ^^jfftaT mar ama 
ftari (rjjmmtft#) 

4 . ftaar wraa am aarmsfr/^acr ana^ ^ ftra wr rftailfta amit ft 
afft^ aft fM aarfft aiam aft arfftaaf a^ afts fftar mar #ari m-. 
5 it am ftacT ar #ftar a^ ar fftfftaa ailftftffta a>aft aa aftt atf 1 1 
(aa%) 

5 . , araar ftaaa> a? #ftaaT ajaar 5 a aaaa arara mft m 1 %a: |(a>) aftftaar gaa* 
aft Tilftr aaftjpf anma aa PiaIRd aft m# mfta aifft> aa aftarajj ^dlm i fed a tf i 
(aj) ^fftaar ajacp aft arflr aa Rrafa’a 'ftaar arm ttft ^ ^aran# atRft ft 
ai’lRicii^uI Ftar mfla fftftaaR sil^iaara #ar fftafffta aft m# mfta am (a) 'ftaar 
aim ttft ^ at-#a aaf ara aa aftaiaft ftr aara a^ att fft>a mft mflai 
(tamftaa) 

a. ftftfta^ ajaa? aa IftPraaa aar aratmfta aaar t aftfftr ^aar aa aft #ffta 
sriiciT ^ aamr cftaar affa^ ^ crra> 1 %aT am 1 1 ?a^ sm atftaar f^ima ^ 
1 %m mar ftarffta ti Ta aaa, aamft #ftaar m laaft ataf ^ fftfftaaa aft 
fftaaffta a# maar i (aaanft) 





[MPim—^8p»g4] 


■flBT ii'siHTi •: 3itire»K'^i 
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7. Tif ’jj’ftr. aifliR>4> ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^[5g> ^ ^ vram ^ i €i^r ’t? 

viT^ ^ R l g i m ' »ff cWT ^ tR ^ 11 ^ wr aft? wi# 

aM Wwir ^ !;if^4l' 5Rr Tirf^ f cw aik #Tfff ^ <11^ m ’ft 

3n«nk?r # i vsral^ aik ^raf q>t cfra^^rar crw ^’raft tjp ^ ^?q(n 

’R 3nsn% ^ t i ^WfTT ^ ^ fkq.sre^jRs^ srt 

afrks^ ^ ^RP ar^ 1^ w ^ 11 ^ ^ Pf47i«i 

RT RRRT cren ^ SRT Pieffsrd ^ ^ ai^isii (^^<;cf1<t)V«i 

Rt ylRIlftR IR fim\ RS!?tT ?R?ra ff ^SftrT aiTOlkR 

^ I aRT !(^e<b sraRRS^ ?WT »Noft (^'«5fl«}cx'l ^ 4kl aihxfl '?RTf SRT 

PterfkcT ^ ^ ^ RRT ^Epfeti rtsjT ^nfiRRR ^ aik ^ 5Rff ^ 

fRT^PT ^ ftRTT RHT I (fM ^) 

8. 9»«IC1 ^C^<P ’R <f>N'{vi| l^<7<t> ^ f^pRPPT '1^1 I4><4I RT 'tl'UOl q«<lfR> '^S 

tjl^fr?ikra> RHi t ?R araRRf ft rt tt^ ^tarR^ft ^ fk’i fsit ti ^ 
^kR/ars^PRs^ ^rp arar aR^ ^ fk’l Rf’RT ^ ’P? t crt% ^ ar^ 

^jtR’ft M, fvRt^ ff ^3^ ai^ f^tirm M^t i % ^aR atkkRf Rt ’^Rfte 
am^ t^nm tlR^t ff’tt^aiaTaRatfafkaf^ #iRt tR ftum 
^R tpl^ 'iW RRcft cit R*mRi vjHtp sRT aiai (ik; viti^ qi(^ IBwi aa ’ft rpj 

^ft I ft ^tH^ tR at 5 ^ 'ctaRf ’R ftuppff ^ kRRRT d’liai RTcIT 

t ?ft ft WRtaft ar ^aR aitq^eyt aft ^ktjR ^cr aiar ak^t aaff^ ’kRfia 
^a> aiar aRk aa ait^ anaR a^ Btar i af^ arsa^Rs^ aiak ^saa> aa ^aR 
^aasf afti3R?ft aftafi# ^ aJRR aifitR f^maa atat aR^ t at ^aR alfckak aft 
a? ’jj’f artfetaJR ^ % ft aa^ araRa k arak a5t afa ^i ^ fkifft m 
t % ^aR affikea f«iar aiar (atsrfff aaatRtft aa Rta, xtaaRait fiiR, 
aa:5trft aa Ra ga astr ^aaia) araaaaek aft a?ak k^aaf aa aata aRk a5t aigaf^ 
^ ’it # I 
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9. I ^ ^ ^ Pi M ^ I 

^ t ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ vfHT 

10. cj7«ld ^ ;^c<T> ^ W >^4>dl ^ 

xrfctFll^ cT^ t oiRRTni ^ 4P^vxl ^ !Ic|^ "% ^STF t! 

^ ftPRm ^ ^ xj^ TjfcTfrf^^ 

TFa2T t olIcRTO ^ c^R^vjI ^ ^3TR4t ^ f3!T 11 

/ Jll'S<T>l'<:CX '^'tl^C 5^C<T> ^ fcT^ 't16*1CI ^ ^ Glf^ 3T^^t 

Pr^, ^ Pr#«ti % ^ 

3Tq^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t ^ %Tm 

^ ^ ^ e1^l<ft cfr ^ RK(f^ vj^. EiKF 3T^ fl)^ vJTT^ cfl^ T^ *ift eTT^ 

^ I ^ ^r TR m ^ ^ ^ ftiTFPff ^ Pn? PriRPT emw wctt 

t cfr ^ ^ "^JT ^ ^ 

3T^ ^ ^ ^^rem ^ #TT I ^ 

^ec|4>1 ^ ^ ^5T^ R^IM"1 nF<T f cfr cjjeicl 3nH^C>il' ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^.1 ^ 
t pRT ^ ^fF?T (3Tsrfc( HW, T^I^^a^Tlr pT^, 

Xpi3T# ^ cf8T[ ^^IdH) 5ll'^<M'W'it ^ 3PT^ ^Cc|cr> ^ ^ 
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TELECOM REGULATORY AUTHORITY OF INDIA 
NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 4th September, 2006 

F, No. 6-4/2006-B & CS.—In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 36, and 
sub-clauses (ii), (iii) and (iv) of clause (b) of Sub-section (1) of Section 11 of the Telecom 
Regulatory Authority of India Act, 1997 (24 of 1997), read with the Notifications No. 39 [No. 

$.0.44(E) and 45^)] dated 9-1-2004 issued from File No. 13-1/2004-Restg. by thb Government 
of India under clause (d) ‘of Sub-section (1) of Section 11 and proviso to clause (k) of Sub¬ 
section (I) of Section 2 of the Telecom Regulatory Authority of India Act, 1997 (24 of 1997), 
tjhe Telecom Regulatory Authority of India hereby amends the Telecommunication (Broadcasting 
8nd Cable Services) Interccimection Regulation, 2004 (13 of 2004) (hereinafter called the 
^‘Principal Regulation**)* ^ follows, namely:— 
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1. SlK>rt titie and oommeiicement: 

(i) This regulation shall be called “The Telecommunication (Broadcasting and 
Cable Services) Interconnection (Third Amendment) Regulation, 2006” (10 of 
2006). 

(ii) This regulation shall come into force with effect fiom the date of its publication 
in the Official Gazette. 


2. In clause 2 of the Principal Regulation, after sub-clause (n), the following new sub¬ 
clauses and the entries relating thereto shall be inserted as sub-clauses (o) to (r), 
namely 

“(o) “RIO”.means the Reference Interconnect Offer published by a Party, prescribing 
conditions by fulfilling which other Parties would be entitled to obtmn 
interconnection from that party; 

(p) “subscriber base” means the number of subscribers - 

(i) as agreed to by two service providers in a non-addressable system on the 
basis of which payments are made by one service provider to the other, or 

(ii) as reflected by the Subscriber Management System, where addressable 
systems are employed. 

(q) “subscriber line report” or “SLR” means a monthly statement wherein, in a 
non-addressable system, a multi system operator and a cable, op^ator agree upon 
the subscriber base for that month. 

(r) “subscriber management system” or “SMS” means a system or device which, 
in an addressable system, stores the subscriber records and details with respect to 
name, address, etc. as well as information regarding the hardware being utilized 
by the subscriber, channels /bouquets of channels subscribed to by the subscriber, 
price of such channels or bouquets of channels as defined in the system, the 
activation / deactivation dates and time for any cluinnel or bouquet of channels, a 
log of all actions performed on a subscriber’s record, invoices raised on each 
subscriber and the amounts paid by the subscriber for each billing period.” 

3. In clause 3 of the Principal Regulation - 

(a) after the second proviso to sub-clause 3.2, the following explanation and 
the entries relating thereto shall be inserted:- 
“Explanation 

The applicant distributors of TV channels intending to get signal feedfrom 
any multi-system operator other than the presently-affiliated multi system 
operator, or from any agent/ any other intermediary of the 

broadcaster/multi system operator, or directly from broadcasters shall 
produce along with their request for services, a copy of the latest monthly 
invoice showing the dues, if any, from the presently-tffiliated multi system 
operator, or from any agent/ any other intermediary of the 

broadcaster/multi system operator who collects the payment for providing 
TV channel signals ." 
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(b) after sub-clause 3.2 and the entries relating thereto, the following new sub¬ 
clause and the entries relating thereto shall be inserted as sub-clause 3.3, 
namely:- 

“3.3 Any broadcaster/multi system operator or any agent/ any other 
intermediary of the broadcaster/multi system operator, who collects the 
payment for providing TV channel signals to any distributor of TV 
clwnnels, shall issue monthly invoices to the distributor of TV channels. 
The monthly invoice shall clearly specify the arrears and current dues 
along with the due date for payment of the same. 

Explanation 

Any claim for arrears should be accompanied by proof of service of 
invoices for the period to which the arrears pertain ” 

(c) the existing clause 3.3 and the entries relating thereto shall be renumbered 
as clause 3.4 and the existing clause 3.4 and the entries relating thereto 
shall be deleted. 

(d) after sub-clause 3.4, the following new sub-clause and the entries relating 
thereto shall be inserted as sub-clause 3.5, namely:- 

“3.5 Any broadcaster/multi system operator or any agent/ any other 
intermediary of the broadcaster/multi system operator to whom a request 
for providing TV channel signals is made, should either provide the 
signds on mutually agreed terms to the distributor of TV channels who is 
seeking signals, or specify the terms and conditions on which they are 
willing to provide TV channel signals, in a reasonable time period but not 
exceeding sixty days from the date of the request. In case, the 
i broadcaster/multi system operator or any agent/ any other interhiediary of 
f the broadcaster/multi system operator to whom a request for providing TV 
channel signals is made, turns down the request for TV chanpel signals, 
the reasons for such refusal nrnst also be conveyed within sixty days from 
the date of the request for providing TV channel signals so as to enable the 
distributor of TV channels to agitate the matter at the appropriate forum. 

Explanation 

The time limit of sixty days shall also include time taken by the 
broadcaster to refer the distributor of TV channels, who has made a 
request for signals, to its agent or intermediary and vice versa. " 

^e) the existing sub-clause 3.5 and the entries relating thereto shall be 
renumbered as sub-clause 3.6 and the existing sub-clause 3.6 and the 
entries relating thereto shall be deleted. 

' (f) In the re-numbered sub-clause 3.6, the existing explanation and the entries 
relating thereto shall be substituted by the following explanation and the 
entries relating thereto, namely: - 
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**Stmik^fy based distributor of TV channels** means distributors of TV 
channels operating under similar conditions. The analysis of whether 
distributors of TV channels are similarly based includes consideration of 
but is not limited to, such factors as whether distributors of TV chanmls 
operate within a geographical regjlon and neighbourhood, have roughly 
the same number of subscribers, purchase a similar service, use the same 
distribution technology. 

For theremovaHfdou^^^ is Jurther clarified that the distributors of TV 
channels addressable ^sTems including DTH, IPTV^ and such like 
cannot be said to be similarly based vis-d-vis distributors of TV channels 
using non addressfdfle systems. ” 

4 In the Principal Regulation, in place of the existing clause 4 and the entries relating 
thereto, the following clause and the entries relating thereto shall be substituted, 
namely:- 


“4. Disconnection of TV chaimel signals 

4.1 No broadcasts or multi systsn operator shall disconnect the TV channel 
signals to a distributor of TV ch^els without giving three weeks notice to the 
distributor clearly giving the reasons for the proposed action. 

Provided that a notice would also be required before disconnection of signals to a 
distributor of TV channels if there was an agreement, written or oral, permitting 
the distribution of the broadcasting service, which has expired due to efflux of 
time. 

Provided further that no notice would be required if there is no agreement, written 
or oral, permittii^ the distribution of the sig^s. 

4.2 No distributor of TV channels shall disconnect the re-transmission of any 
TV channel without giving three weeks notice to the broadcaster or multi system 
operator clearly giving the reasons for the proposed action; 

4.3 A broadcaster/ multi system operator/ distributor of TV chaimels shall 
inform the consumers about such dispute to enable them to protect their intereks. 
Accordingly, the notice to disconnect signals shall also be given in two local 
newspq>ers out of which at least one notice shall be given in local language in a 
newspaper which is published in the local language, in case the distributor of TV 
channels is op^ting in one district and in two national newspapers in case the 
distributor of TV channels is providing services in more dian one district. The 
period of three weeks mentioned in sub-clauses 4.1 and 4.2 of this regulation shall 
start from the date of publication of the notice in the newspapers or the date of 
service of the notice on the service provider, whichever is later. 

Explanation 

7. In case the notice is published in two newspapers on different 
dates then the period of three weeks shall start from the latter of the two 
dates. 
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2, Broadcaster/multi system operator/ distributor of TV Channels may 
also inform the consumers through scrolls on the concerned channel(s). 
However, issue of notice in newspapers shall be compulsory. 

4.4 The notice in the newspapers must give the reasons in brief for the 
' disconnection.” 

5. In the Principal Regulation, as amended from time to time, the existing clause 7 and 
t|e entries relating thereto shall be renumbered as clause 14. 

1 

6. 4^ter clause 6 of the Principal Regulation as amended from time to time and the 
ehtries relating thereto, the following new clauses and the entries relating thereto shall 
b|e inserted as clauses ? to 13, respectively, namely:- 

i 

Conversion of a Free To Air channel/ Pay Channel 

7,1 The nature of any chaimel, i.e.. Free To Air or Pay will normally remain the same 
fbr a period of one year. Any broadcaster of a Free To Air channel intending to 
cbnvert the channel into a Pay Channel or any broadcaster of a Pay channel intending 
t0 convert the channel into a Free To Air channel shall inform the Authority and give 
public notice in the manner specified in clause 4.3, one month before the scheduled 
d^te of conversion. 

Time Period for Renewal of existing agreements 

8i 1 Parties to an interconnection agreement for supply of TV channel signals shall 
biegin the process of negotiations for renewal of existing agreement at least two 
nionths before the due date of expiry of the existing agreement. 

Plrovided that if the negotiations for renewal of the interconnectioh agreement 
continue beyond the due date of expiry of the existing agreement then die terms and 
conditions of the existing agreement shall continue to apply till a new agreement is 
r^hed or for the next three months h*om the date of expiry of the original 
agreement, whichever is earlier. However, once the parties reach an agreement, the 
now commercial terms shall become applicable from die date of expiry ojf the original 
agreement. 


Pirovided further that if the parties are not able to arrive at a mutually acceptable new 
agreement, then any party may disconnect the retransmission of TV channel signals at 
aby time after the expiry of the original agreement after giving a three weeks notice in 
the maimer specified in clause 4.3. The commercial terms of the originhl agreement 
^all apply till the date of disconnection of signals. 

9^ Finalising Subscriber Base at the time of first agreement 


Fjrst agreement between Multi System Operator 


and Cable Operator 


9 J In non-addressable systems, while executing an interconnection agreement 

for the first time between a multi system operator and a cable operator, the parties to 
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the agreement shall take into account the subscriber base of the cable op^^r on the 
basis of the Subscriber Line Report (SLR) where such SLR exists. Wh^ such SLR 
does not exist, this shall be negotiated on the basis of the evidence provided by the 
two parties on the subscriber base, including the subscriber base of similarly placed 
cable Operators and local survey, 

I 

Explanation 

The Subscriber Line Report (SLR) is only an indicative basis for arriving at the 
subscriber base and the subscriber base as mutually agreed by the two parties could 
be more than or less than the number indicated by the SLR, 

First agreement between Multi System Operator and Broadcaster 

9.2 In non-addressable systems, while executing an interconnection agreement 
for the first time between a multi system operator and a broadcaster, the multi system 
Operator shall furnish a list of the cable operators who will be getting signals fiom its 
network along with their subscriber base. The parties to the agreement shall take into 
account the subscriber base of cable operators coimected to the multi system operator 
while negotiating the subscriber base of the multi system operator. For the consumers 
proposed to be directly served by the multi system operator, the procedure as laid 
down in sub-clause 9.1 of this regulation shall be followed. 

10. Variation of Subscriber Base during validity of agreement 

Between Multi System Operator and Cable Operator 

10.1 In non-addressable systems, the subscriber base agreed upon by the parties 
at the time of execution of the interconnection g^reement between a multi system 
operator and a cable operator shall remain fixed during the course of the agreement 
except in exceptional circumstances that warrant an increase or decrease in the 
subscriber base. In such an eventuality, it is for the service provider seeking a change 
in the subscriber base to provide reasons and accompanying evidence including local 
survey for the proposed change. 

Between Multi System Operator and Broadcaster 

10.2 ' In non-addressable systems, the subscriber base agreed upon by the parties 
at the time of execution of the interconnection agreement between a multi system 
operatoi* and a broadcaster shall remain fixed during the course of the agreement 
except in exceptional circumstances that warrant an increase or decrease in the 
subscriber base. In such an eventuality, it is for the service provider seeking a change 
in the subscriber base to provide reasons and accompanying evidence including local 
survey for the proposed change. 

Provided that this sub-clause shall not apply to changes in the subscriber base of a 
multi system operator on account of any cable operator joining or leaving the multi 
system operator. 

Provided further that any change in the subscriber base of a multi system operator, 
which is the basis of payment to a broadcaster, on account of any cable operator 
joining or leaving the network of the multi system operator shall be equal to the 
subscriber base of the cable operator, joining or leaving the network. 


2748 GI/2006—12 
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11. finalising Subscriber Base at the time of Renewal of agreement 

Between Multi System Operator and Cable Operator 

11.1 In non-addressable systems, negotiations on revision of subscriber base at 
the time of renewal of interconnection agreement between a multi system operator 
and a cable operator shall take into account the changes in subscril^r b^ of the 
cabje operator over the past three years, as well as the changes in subsaiber base of 
oth^r cable operators operating in the area in which the cable operator isj operating 
and! its adjoining areas for the current period, 

Betyyeen Multi System Operator and Broadcaster 

11 .1 In non-addressable systems, negotiations on revision of subscriber base at 
the Itime of renewal of interconnection agreement between a multi system operator 
andj a broadcaster shall take into account the changes in subscriber base of the multi 
sysljem operator over the past three years, as well as the changes in subscriber base of 
othbr multi system operators operating in the area in which the multi systebi operator 
is oiserating and its adjoining areas for the current period. 

12. Monthly Subscriber Base ^Statement 

12.1 In non-addressable systems, the multi system operators shall fiimish the 
updated list of cable operators along with their subscriber base to the broadcasters on 
a monthly basis. 

13. jReference Interconnect Offer 

13.1 All broadcasters shall submit within 90 days of issue of this Regulation, 
copies of their Reference Interconnect Offers (RIO) describing, inter-alia, the 
technical and commercial conditions for interconnection for non-addressable systems 
to tfie Authority. The same shall be published by the broadcasters and a fcopy shall 
also be put up on their websites after the terms and conditions of the draft reference 
interconnect offer are submitted to the Authority. The reference interconnect offer so 
published by the broadcaster shall form the basis for all interconnection agreements to 
be executed thereafter. 

13.2 A published reference interconnect offer may undergo any change only 
after prior intimation to the Authority. Interconnection agreements shall be entered 
into by all broadcasters based on the reference interconnect offers so published, 
provided, however, that by mutual agreement, the parties concerned may modify 
and/or add to the terms and conditions stipulated in the published reference 
interconnect offer for entering into an individualised agreement. 

13.3 The Authority may intervene at any stage to direct amendment or deletion 
ot any clauses of the Reference Interconnect Offers, if the clauses are found to be in 
violation of the law, regulations, directions or orders.” 

7. Phis regulation contains at Annex A, an Explanatory Memorandum containing the 
reasons for amendments to the Principal Regulation. 

By Order, 

RAKESH KACKER, Advisor (B & CS-I) 
[ADVT.-III/IV/l 42/2006/Exty.] 
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Annex A 

Expianatoiy Memorandum 


1. The distribution of cable TV in India was unregulated since its inception in early 
1990s, This was sought to be regulated by TRAI by issue of the Telecommunication 
(Broadcasting and Cable Services) Interconnection Regulation 2004 (13 of 2004). This 
Regulation was issued on 10.12.2004, i.e. more than one and a half years ago. Some new 
issues have cropped up during this period. The experience of this period h^ shown that 
some issues relating to the Interconnect Regulations require clarification. Some disputes 
and litigation have also arisen on account of implementation of Interconnect Regulations. 
Thus ^ need was felt to clarify as well as expand the scope of Interconnect Regulations so 
as to imnimize the doubts and disputes/litigation. 


Disconnection of TV channel signals 

2. The two notice periods prescribed in the regulation led to a number of disputes 
regarding the notice period ^licable in specific cases. By having a single notice period, 
these disputes can be avoid^. Moreover, there would be no advantage by way of a 
shorter notice period, in suppressing the true reasons for issue of notice to disconnect 
signal^ and the consumers would get to know the real issues in the dispute. The notice 
period should be sufficient for the affected parties to be able to approach the appropriate 
forum to plead for intervention and to give the consumers an opportunity to approach the 
necessary forum to ensure that their interests do not suffer on account of the dispute. At 
the same time, no notice need be provided in the cases of theft of signals as is already the 
case. 


3. Moreover, the interests of consumers as well as the broadcaster/ multi system 
operator also get adversely affected if the distributor of TV channels decides to switch off 
signals of a particular channel due to some dispute with the broadcaster/ multi system 
operator. Accordingly, to protect their interests it is necessary that they get similar 
advance notice regarding discontinuation of TV channel signals. Therefore, the 
requirement of giving advance notice to disconnect signals has been extended to the 
distributors of TV channels also. 


4. The purpose of having a public notice is to give the consumers an opportunity to 
approach the necessary forum to ensure that their interests do not suffer on account of a 
dispute to which they have not contributed in any way. However, the very purpose gets 
defeated if the public notice is not issued at the time of giving notice to the service 
provider and is issued much later leaving very little time for consumers to agitate the 
matter at appropriate forum. Accordingly, it is necessary that the consumers get the 
notice before the notice period begins. Considering the fact that cable TV has reached 
even remote parts of the country, the notice period should be sufficient to enable the 
affected parties to approach the appropriate forum. 
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5. The reach of vernacular language newspapers in the country is more than the 
reach of Rn glish language newspapers. To have the maximum coverage, it is necessary 
that the public notice ^uld be published in the local language in a local language 
newspaper also. 

6. The notice to the service provider concerned should clearly infonp the service 
provider about the reasons for proposed disconnection. The notice should specify the 
termp & conditions of the agreement which have been allegedly violated a^d the details 
of s^ch violation ratb^ dmn cryptically mentioning violation of the agreement as the 
reason for issue of the notice. This is necessary so as to pin point the issues of dispute, so 
that ithe affected service provider can take steps either for rectifying the violation or to 
approach appropriate forum for redressal. Similarly, the public notice ^o^d also have 
tte lieasons for proposed disconnection in brief. 


Aiccfss to content , 

7. The purpose of laying down a time limit for responding to a request for signals 
getsj defeated if the distributor of TV channels making a request for signals is referred by 
the broadcaster/ multi system operator to its agent/ intermediary or vice vei^sa just before 
the ^piry of the time limit and the time limit starts afresh. Moreover, it as easy for a 
service provider to respond to the request before the expiry of the time limit) by asking for 
sonije d^ls and then prolong the process by asking for supplementary details. Hence, it 
is njecessary to lay down a time limit wherein either the signals are provided to the 
distributor of TV channels or the specific terms & conditions are informed bn fulfillment 
of which the signals are to be provided. 


Multi System Operator as an agent of the broadcaster 

8. The TDSAT judgment in the case of Sea TV Network Ltd. has been challenged 
bef<^re the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India. Therefore, it would not be apprfapriate for the 
Authority to make any regulation in this regard. Thus, whether the Regulations should 
speeificdly prohibit q^intment of an MSO, directly or indirectly, as an agent of a 
bro^caster and related issues will be covered by the eventual decision qf the Hon’ble 
Sui^eme Court in the matter. Therefore, the Authority has decided not to p^eed further 
in ^s regard and to wait for the judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court in the matter, 
v^iich shall be binding on all concerned. 


Dcfoult Id payments 

9. ] Sometimes LCOs switch from their affiliated MSO when they are either unable or 
unwilling to pay their outstanding dues to their affiliated MSO. This results in bad debts 
forjtheir affiliated MSOs leading to the latter’s inability to pay broadcaster^ for the LCOs 
poition of dues. Broadcasters are also unable to recover these dues from the MSO to 
such defaulting LCO gets affiliated. On the other hand, in the absence of regular 
iss^e of invoices, the LCOs are suddenly confronted with huge arrears, which they have 
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no moans of paying. The problem can be tackled by ensuring that the LCOs are issued 
invoices on a monthly basis clearly showing the arrears as well as the current dues. In 
such a situation, if an LCO wants to switch to a new MSO, then the latest invoice would 
clearly show the level of arrears outstanding against the LCO. At the same time this will 
protect the LCO from unexpected and unforeseen arrears being suddenly thrust upon him. 
Area 6f operation and Subscriber base 

10. I The term subscriber base is rather vague in the absence of addressability, as it is 
impossible to know the real number of suosaSbefs being served by a service provider in 
non-CAS areas. Thus, it is not possible to have agreements based on the actual subscriber 
base. Hence, the negotiations for fixation of subscriber base for an intercoimect 
agreement depend crucially on area proposed to be served by the distributor of TV 
channels. However, the actual number of subscribers is reflected by the Subscriber 
Management System (SMS) wherever addressable systems are deployed. Thus, the 
subscriber base in such a situation is accurately reflected by the SMS. 

As mentioned in para 8 above, the TDSAT judgment in the case of Sea TV Network Ltd. 
has been challenged before the Supreme Court of India and the matter regarding 
determination of subscriber base of cable operators and MSOs has been raised in the 
appeal before the Supreme Court. However, the Supreme Court vide its interim order 
dated 2.3.2006 had specifically permitted the Authority to proceed with its exercise on 
devising a system for ascertaining the subscriber base of distributors of TV channels. The 
Supreme Court had observed that:- 

“... Further, pendency of these matters shall not stand on the way of the Central 
Government if it so chooses, to implement the CAS or of the TRAI in devising any 
system to identify and arrive at the correct number of subscribers of each 
distributor of TV channels.... ” 

In view of this observation of the Hon’ble Supreme Court the Authority has proceeded to 
lay down a system to identify and arrive at the correct number of subscribers of each 
distributor of TV channels. 

The Authority had recognized in its recomm^dations on issues relating to Broadcasting 
and Distribution of TV channels dated 1.10.2004 that a gradual transition to 
addressability is a must and that it cannot be done immediately throughout the country. In 
these recommendations, the Authority had recommended mandating a register of 
subscribers to be maintained by the cable operators and multi system operators. The 
Authority had recommended that:- 


*‘...All cable operators and multi system operators shall maintain a register of 
subscribers containing the names of the subscriber, address, monthly fee charged 
and number of channels received. The register shall be furnishedfor inspection t o 
tKe Authorised Officer when^er he considers it expedient to inspect such register 
to find out if there has been a violation of any regulation... ” 

In the alienee of addressability and register of subscribers, it is very difficult to ascertain 
the number of subscribers of a distributor of TV channels. In spite of this limitation, the 
Authority has provided a methodology to arrive at the subscriber base of each distributor 
of TV channels. 
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11. The primaiy reason for disputes arising on account of expansion of area is that 
without addressability, it is impossible to know the actual subscriber base and larea is the 
basis 0 ^ which a subscriber base is arrived at Any change in area of operation has direct 
bearingj on the negotiations with respect to subscriber base. However, the expansion of 
area byi, a multi system operator on account of giving feed to a cable operator operating 
outside! the existing area of operation of the multi system operator can be taken'care of by 
negoti^oijs based on the Subscriber Line Report (SLR). Similarly, the expansion of area 
of ope^tion by a cable operator will also get reflected throu^ the Subscriber Line 
Report (SLR). 


Multi ^ystem Operator 

12. The disputes regarding insistence of distributors of TV channels with very small 
stubscrijber base on getting signals directly from the broadcasters can be reduced by laying 
down ^ minimum subscriber base on the basis of area of operation of the distributor of 
TV chWels, below which an operator will not be able to get signals directly from the 
broadcpters. However, this figure can be notified only after detailed analysis df city-wise 
data fof different broadcasters regarding numb^ of subscribers being served by the multi 
Systemj operators with the smallest subscriber base in different parts of the country. For 
the present, laying down such a figure has not been found feasible by the Authority. The 
same may be laid down at a later date, if found feasible, by the Authority after analysis of 
relevant data. 


Renewal of agreements 

13. Renewal of agreements is smooth in most of the cases, but the problems arise 
when the negotiations for renewal extend beyond the date of expiry of the original 
agreement. To govern the terms and conditions for continuation of signals beyond the 
expiry date of the original agreement, the original agreement can be extended till an 
agreement is reached regarding the terms and conditions for renewal. However, it must 
be recognized that the new commercial terms will apply retrospectively from!the date of 
expiry I of the original agreement. If however, no agreement is reached, then cither party 
can ch^onnect the signals after giving the statutory notice as provided in Regulation 4 of 
these (regulations. The terms and conditions of original agreement would govern the 
relationship between the two parties till the date of disconnection of signals. Itiis believed 
that the parties should be able to reach a new agreement within three months Of expiry of 
the olq agreement (after five months of negotiations). However, in case negotiations carry 
on beyond this period, then some new interim arrangement regarding; terms and 
conditions should be worked out between the parties and terms and conditions of the old 
agreeuient would not get automatically extended beyond this period. 

Convorsion to Pay/ Free To Air 

14. I The nature of any chaimel, i.e.. Free To Air or Pay should not diange very 
frequently and should normally remain the same for a period of one! year. The 
broadcasters intending to convert their Free To Air Channels into Pay channels and vice 
versa {should give advance notice to the Authority as well as to the general public. This 
woulcj be important in the context of CAS areas as the multi system operators will have to 
make Necessary changes in their Subscriber Management Systems. In the context of non- 
CAS jueas it would inform the consumers about likely changes in their payoiut for cable 
serviejes and possible non-availability of the channel. 
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Reference Interconnect Offer 

15. There have been demands fix)m different quarters regarding introduction of a 
regulatipn on Reference Interconnect Offer On the lines of “The Telecommunication 
Interconnection (Reference Interconnect Offer) Regulation dated 12**’ July 2002,” This 
gives the flexibility to the broadcasters to draft the Reference Interconnect Offer in such a 
way so as to take care of their concerns. The provision for possible intervention by the 
Authority will ensure that the Reference Interconnect Offer does not contravene any 
statute. This will lead to a reduction in litigation about the way the standard agreements 
are drafted by the broadcasters. Service providers can by mutual agreement deviate from 
the provisions of such an RIO. This is intended to give flexibility to the service providers 
to take into account the special commercial circumstances that may exist in a particular 
area or agreement. It is also desirable to have similar RlOs for MSOs. However given the 
large number of such MSOs, it is not practically feasible for the Authority to undertake 
this exercise. 

Monopofy in the last mile 

16. The issue of monopoly in the last mile is likely to be addressed to a certain extent 
by increased competition due to new platforms such as DTH and IPTV. Two DTH 
service providers are already providing their services, and the roll out of IPTV services in 
the country is also expected in the near future. Therefore, for the present, the Authority 
has decided to watch ^e progress of competition from the new platforms and intervene at 
a later stage, if found necessary. 


Carriage fee regulation 

17. Regulation of carriage fees has been opposed by all the multi system operators as 
well as the Cable Operators Federation of India. It has been suggested that such 
regulatipn would lead to multiplicity of disputes. Regulation of carriage fee in the present 
circumstances is very difficult as it also implies regulation of positioning. In different 
parts of the country, there are different viewership patterns. The capacities of cable 
networks also vary a great deal. Thus, the levels of carriage fee are different in different 
parts of the country depending upon demand and simply gap. 

Presently, there are more than 6000 multi system operators, which follow different 
systems of accounting. Payment of carriage fee is very often done in cash or in kind. 
Thus, it is not possible to find out the actual payments being made towards carriage fees. 
The carriage fee is a temporary phenomenon and is likely to disappear with the advent of 
digital cable systems. 

The issue of carriage fee was also examined by the Authority in its recommendations on 
issues relating to Broadcasting and Distribution of TV channels on 1,10.2004. The 
Authority had observed that:- 

‘*6.5 On the issue of ‘Must Cariy of TV Channels * the existing scenario of capacity 
constraint in carrying signals in analogue mode and its consequences of 
competition for space on the Cable Spectrum has been kept in view. Since 
digitalisation is a long-term goal, no fresh regulation on ‘Must Carry Obligations ’ 
is proposed apart from the ones already there in the Cable Act and Rules. As and 
when capacity is augmented the ‘must carry ’ regulation will be introduced. For 
the present therefore there will be no regulation on carriage charges. ” 
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In its r^mmendations on Digitalisation of Cable Television dated Septembeit 14,2005, 
the Au^ority had recommended that licencing should be introduced for dffering of 
digital iervices after a cut-off date. It v^as also recommended that the licences for digital 
service I should have only a provision for non-discriminatory carriage of chanilels on the 
basis o^ the existing DTH licence conditions which require that the licensee shall provide 
access fo various content providers/charmels on a non discriminatory b^is. 

t 

Consu^tion on draft Regulation 

18. fThe Authority began its process of examination of the relevant issues by issuing a 
Consulktion Note on 21.3.2006 so as to have the necessary document for discussing 
them, “^ereafter a Consultation Paper was formulated after taking into atcount the 
oommejnts and other inputs provided by the stakeholders on the consultation inote dated 
21.3.2^6. Issues relating to the Register of Interconnect Agreements (Broadcasting and 
Gable Services) Regulation 2004, dated 31.12.2004 were also included. This consultation 
paper was released on May 11, 2006. A number of comments have been received and 
these hhve been carefully analysed. Since the number of comments is very large, the gist 
of the ^oimnents have been briefly summarized, section by section in the Annexe to this 
Explanjatory Memorandum. Open House Discussions were also held in Mumbai bn June 
16, 2006 and in Delhi on June 19, 2006. All these comments as well as the comments 
made 4uring the course of the Open House Discussions have been carefully considered 
before Coming to the conclusions as reflected in the amendments to the Regulations. 

i^nnexte to Explanatory Memorandum on “The Telecommunication (Broadcasting 
i|nd Cable Services^ Interconnection (Third Amendment) Regulation, 200y^~ 


Gii^ of comments received on the consultation paper on interconnection issues 
relating to broadcasting aiid cable services. 


INDEX OF STAKEHOLDERS FURNISHING COMMENTS 


SI.No. 

Name 

From where 

1 ; 

Col V C Khare (Retd) - Cable TV Industry 
Observer 

Mumbai 

1 


Star India Pvt. Ltd. (Star) 

.New Delhi 

3 

US India Business Council (USIBC) 

Washington, USA 

4 ; 

Motion Picture Association (MPA) 

Singapore 

5 ! 

ESPN Software India Pvt. Ltd. (ESPN) 

Gurgaon, Haryana 

6 

Ortel Communications Ltd. (Ortel) 

Orissa 

7 

Shri Alok Sahal, B.N.B. Cables (B.N.B. Cables) 

Kolkata 

8 ' 

ASC Enterprises Ltd (ASC) 

Noida 

9 

Siti Cable Network Limited (Siti Cable) 

New Delhi 

10 

Indusind Media & Communications Ltd. (IMCL) 

Mumbai 

11 

Hathway Cable & Datacom Pvt. Ltd. (Hathway) 

Mumbai 

12 1 

Cable Operators Federation of India (COFI) 

New Delhi 
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Isisue for Consultation 


Amendment of Existing Regulations 
1 Vo Notice Periods 

• Whether there should be only one notice period for the notice to be given to 
a distributor of TV channels prior to disconnection of signals? 

• If yes, what should be the notice period and whether this should appfy to 
unaudiorized retransmission/ piracy cases also? 

• If pot, what changes should be made in the regulation to avoid disputes as to 
which notice period is applicable? In particular, how should unauthorized 
disjtribution be defined? 

Comments Received 

1. Notipe period should be only one and such notices should be scrolled on news 
channels of the broadcasters, besides the Distributors scrolling on their networks. 
Unauthorized retransmission/piracy, if detected should be litigated under IPC because it 
can. never be with consent of authorized distributor. If there be only one notice period, 
dis]}utes will not arise. If signal is detected in networks not belonging to network of 
distributor, the distributitti shall be deemed to be un-authorized. (Col V C Khaie (Retd) • 
Cable TV Industry Observer) 

2. There should begone notice period only for authorized distributor of TV channels. 
The: notice period for disconnection of signals of authorized distributor of TV channels 
(including <pi account of payment defaults) should be one week. The unauthorized 
distributor of TV channels should not be given any prior notice for disconnection and 
their signals should be disconnected forthwith without any notice. It is suggested that 
‘umiuthorized distributor of TV channels’ be defined and Clause 4.1 of the Regulation be 
amended as “unauthorized distributor of TV channels” means any distributor of TV 
channels, which has failed to renew agreement, as per TRAI regulations, and/or 
und(5rtakes/ahets any of the following such as extend beyond area of operation provided 
in the agreement; connect new operators (other than the operators specified in the 
agreement) ^^thout prior written authorization; block, modify or tamper with the signals 
or add an overlay on the feed; tape and/or reproduce content without prior written 
consent; and remove IRDs fix)m the installation address without prior written consent. 
Clause 4.1 of the Regulations be amended asJ‘No broadcaster or multi system operator 
shalll disconnect the TV channel signals to a distributor of TV channels without giving 
one week’s .notice indicating brief reasons for the proposed action. Provided that 
unauithorized distributor of TV channels may be disconnect^ forUiwith without notice”. 
Assuming the TRAI is not keen to change the notice periods, it is suggested that the 
definition of‘unauthorized distributor of TV channels’ (as above) be incorporated and 
Clause 4.1 of the Regulations be amended as “No broadcaster or multi system operator 
shall disconnect the TV channel signals to a distributor jjf TV channels without giving 
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one month notice indicating brief reasons for the proposed action. Provided that in case 
of unauthorized distributor of TV channels, the notice period shall be two working days 
giving reasons to the unauthorized distributor of TV channels for such action*’. (Star) 

3. Any discussion of notice periods for disconnection of signals should be applicable 
only with regard to authorized distributors of TV channels. TRAI should further clarify 
its definition of ‘unauthorized distributor of TV Channels’ to capture the various ways in 
which signals are obtained and put to use without authorization. For authorized 
distributors of TV Channels for which termination of the distribution agreement is 
sought, the notice period should be a contractual matter between the broadqaster and the 
operator. Consistent with the norms in other markets around the word, TRAI should 
consider a less intrusive regulatory path. (USIBC) 

4. The present scheme envisages a 30-day notice period. However broadcasters 
create content at a cost, broadcast their signals at further costs and provide'the signal to 
the cable operator. The Cable operator’s payment obligation starts 30 days after they 
begin to receive the signals on the of the month. Thus they already have a 30 - day 
notice as part of the existing contractual arrangement. Given this, the notice period needs 
to be reviewed. There should be a different notice period in proposed CAS Areas and for 
non-CAS areas as the environments are addressable and non-addressable respectively, 
(MPA) 

5. The changes required to be made in the regulation to avoid disputes can be; (a) 
any oral agreements between the parties should be discouraged; (b) No notice should be 
required to be served to the cable operators/ MSOs promoting unauthorized 
retransmission and (c) For any other dispute, there should be only one notice period 
which should be defined clearly. (ESPN) 

6. Only one notice period should be given prior to the disconnection of signals to the 
distributor of TV channels. The notice period should be minimum of 30 days and should 
apply to Unauthorized Retransmission/piracy cases also since the customers would suffer 
without any fault of theirs if the notice period is of few days as is the case pow. (B.N.B, 
Cables) 

7. There needs to be different notice periods for different reasons. Redons can be 
attributed to 1) Commercial consideration: Non Payment, out standings etc, distributing 
the signals in the area or the place they are not intended to like for Public Viewing with 
an intention to earn entry fee. (in case of a major sporting event) in which case 30 days 
notice should apply; 2) Piracy of the signals; Redistribution on cable networks, using an 
unauthorized decoders and 3) Misuse of the equipment provided for decryption of the 
signals: Use of the card splitters to access more services then the authorized services. 
The present regulations prescribe a period of one month for disconnection of signals due 
to commercial reasons while it is 2 days for piracy. The same is appropriate as criminal 
acts involving piracy cannot be permitted to be going for a month which wilji lead to high 
revenue losses as well as undermining of competitive networks such as DTH. An 
example can be given of using a DTH/IPTV decoder on a cable network. The ease of 
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mobility in the case of the DTH will make it more susceptible to such cases and DTH 
service providers can act fast by swiJdiing off the decoder over the air within minutes of 
the piracy being reported. The coinmcn technic|Die is the finger printing mechanism. The 
definition of unauthorized distribmion should inter-alia include the use of any cross 
service devices (such as IPTV or D TH Boxes on a cable Plant); use of any card splitters 
whereby one decoder is tampered with to deliver multiple channels; connection of signals 
to any networks outside of the contracted ones without prior confirmation and transport 
of decoders to any address, area or locatipn other tlian where they are authorized to 
operate from. (ASC) 

8. ' The present provisions of giving two Notice periods - one for alleged default in 
payment and another for piracy sliould coritinue. However, 2 days notice as prescribed at 
present in case of piracy is too short TliC notice period in case of alleged piracy should 
be increased from present two days te minlmuni 7 days to enable the distributors of 
channels to seek relief from l OSAT in i;ase of motivated and frivolous notices. The 
piracy can be defined as; where a distributor of chaimels is distributing signals from a 
decoder ^\ilich is unauthorized i.e. distributor of chaimels does not have any arrangement 
with the broadcasters and is not taking the feed from an authorized ^stributors of 
channels (MSO/operator) and where g distributor of channels has been switched off by a 
broadcaster because of some dispute and that distributor of channels continues to 
distribute signals in his service areas without entering into any arrangement with the 
broadcaster/ any other MSO. Oidy m riicse cases the notice of 7 days should be 
applicable and in all other cases the notice of 30 days must be given by the broadcasters. 
Alternatively it should be provided that the notice of piracy should provide clear-cut 2 
working days to enable the aggrieved party to seek redressal from TDSAT, The working 
days in this context should be defined to mean the days on which TDSAT and TRAI 
function and Saturday, Sunday & public holiday should be specifically excluded. (Siti 
Cable) 

9. There should be only one notice period of 30 days and this should apply to all 
cases (it should not be confused with ‘unauthorized distribution’ as no notice is required 
for such cases). The persoh/party who has signed an agreement or has made payment to 
the broadcasters cannot be accused of unauthorized distribution since he is a licensee 
/authorized distributor of a broadcaster and distribution outside area is a commercial 
dispute arising out of the agreement for vriiich Dispute Settlement Tribunal (TDSAT) is 
the final authority. Broadcasters are using commercial disputes on subscriber numbers to 
get more revenue from MSOs. For such disputes the judgment of Telecom Tribunal 
should be sought for instead of one sided arbitrary decision taken by broadcasters. 
Unauthorized distribution should be defined in two parts: (i) if an MSO has been 
switched off by a broadcaster for his authorized IRDs but he is still transmitting signals 
of that particular broadcaster through some other MSO/ICO without signing any 
agreement with either of them and (ii) a person who is distributing signals of broadcasters 
without having any arrangement either directly from the broadcaster or through any 
MSO/chble operator.(IMCL) 

10. Current regime of two notice pmods is Mr as there are numerous judgments 
emanating out’ of the Interconnection Regulation dated 10th December, 2004. 
Consistency in any regulation and regime should be maintained to avoid any confusion. 
Clarifidation needs to be brought by the Authority on two day’s notice period for un¬ 
authorised distribution of TV channels. Notice should be two working days excluding the 
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date of publication in the print / scroll on the TV channels and excluding date which 
hiippens to be public holiday / Saturday / Sunday as if any person / entity affected by the 
ait of disconnection / alleged piracy should have a time to defend his position before the 
Aluthority / Tribunal. (Hathway) 

11. There should be only one notice period of 30 days and this shojuld apply to all 
coses. For ‘unauthorized distribution’, no notice should be required if there is no previous 
b^iness relationship with the party. The person/party who has signed ^ agreement or 
hOs made payment to the broadcasters caimot be accused of unauthorized distribution 
sipce he is a licensee/authorized distributor of a broadcaster and distribution outside area 
is a commercial dispute arising out of the agreement for which Dispute Settlement 
Tribunal (TDSAT) is the final authority. Commercial disputes on subspriber numbers, 
a^ng for arbitrarily enhanced payments and disputes regarding area of Operation to get 
mjore revenue from the existing affiliate MSOs/Cable Operators by the broadcasters 
should not be treated as unauthorised distribution. For such disputes the judgment of 
Telecom Tribunal should be sought for instead of one sided arbitrary decision taken by 
bijoadcasters. Unauthorized distribution should be defined in two parts: i) if an MSO has 
b^n svritched off by a broadcaster for his authorized IRDs but he is still transmitting 
sipals of that particular broadcaster through some other MSO/Cable Operators vrithout 
signing any agreement with either of them and (ii) a person who is distributing signals of 
bijoadcasters without having any arrangement either directly from the broadcaster or 
thi’ough any MSO/cable operator. (COFI) 

Is$ue for Consultation 

Notice to disconnect 


• i Whether the notice period should be counted from the day of issue of public 
i notice? 

• Whether the option available to broadcasters/ MSOs to give public notice by 
running a scroll on the channels should be done away with? 

• In cases where the Broadcasters have not switched off their cha|nnels whether 
; the MSOs and the Cable Operators should be required to givq notice to the 
^ consumers before switch off of any channel? 

Comments Received 

! 

1. Notice should first be served, in writing, upon the distributor, ackpowledged and 
thte publicized. In such a case, notice period shall reckon from the date of public notice. 
Tie public notice could state the date already acknowledged by the distributor. The 
option available to broadcasters/MSOs to give public notice by running a scroll on the 
chluinels should not be done away with. Warning to viewers on the network, hooked to 
Hdadend, must be issued by the Headend operators i.e. MSO/Distributor. [Col V C 
Kl^re (Retd) - Cable TV Industry Observer]. 

2. ! The notice period should be counted fiom the day of issue of public notice. The 
scfoll on the channels is an effective way of communicating to the viewing consumer of 
thi intent of the broadcaster. Therefore, it should definitely not be donp away with. In 
fa^, it is suggested that the TRAI permit the broadcasters to use the !same scroll to 
provide notice to distributor of TV channels as well as viewing consumers. The notice 



period should be applicable not only for broadcasters and/or MSOs, but all entities 
involved in the distribution of channels to the end consumers, including last mile 
operators. MSOs and Cable Operators should not be allowed to arbitrarily disconnect 
signals. In view thereof, it is recommended that the TRAI incorporate a Clause 4.1A of 
the Regulations as “No distributor of TV channels shall discoimect the TV chaimel 
signals from a broadcaster or multi system operator without giving one week notice to the 
broadcaster and consumers indicating brief reasons for the proposed action.” The notice 
period for switch-off of signals of any chaimel by. the distributor of TV channels should 
be the same as applicable to the broadcasters/MSOs. Clause 4.2 of the Regulations be 
amended as “Broadcaster/distributor of TV channels shall inform the consumers about 
the dispute to enable them to protect their interests. Accordingly, the notice to 
discontinue signal shall also be given in two local newspapers in case the distributor of 
TV channels is operating in local area and in two national papers in case the distributor of 
TV channels is providing services in a wide area. Alternatively, consumers can be 
informed through scroll on the concerned channel(s). The distributor of TV channels 
must carry the scroll in the Concerned channel(s)”. Further, such MSOs and cable 
operators should then not be entitled to the benefits of the ‘Must Provide’ regulations, 
since they are in breadi of the regulations issued by the TRAI. (Star) 

3. The notice period should simply be counted from the day of issuance of the public 
notice. Furthermore, there is already a de facto 30 day period built in due to the time lag 
between the receipt of the signal and the regularly timed payment. Broadcasters should be 
allowed to continue the practice of offering a scroll. If the cessation of service is not due 
to criminal responsibility, but rather a business decision to stop delivering a particular 
channel, such decisions are typically made well in advance of the cancellation of such 
service, providing for time to notify consumers of a pending change in service. MSOs 
and cable operators currently disconnect the signals of broadcasters with no notice to 
either consumers or the broadcasters. Notice periods between broadcasters and operators 
are best left to contractual agreement, but parity requires that TRATs regulations ^ made 
reciprocal. With regard to a regulated notice period between cable operators and 
subscribers, there is some justification for regulatory intervention given that the consumer 
lacks leverage with his last mile service provider to negotiate in this regard. Therefore the 
requirement that consumers receive notification from MSOs and cable operators prior to 
the switching off of signals should be there. (USIBC) 

4. For all declaration related disputes for the first one month after CAS is introduced in 
an area the notice period can be 30 days After the first month, all piracy related 
disconnection can take effect immediately to prevent further piracy. In case of disconnection 
for causes not related to piracy, the notice period could be 7 days during which the scroll 
may be inserted into the signal to warn the consumers of the impending disconnection. The 
scope of “Unauthorized exhibition” should be well-defined in the contract that a broadcaster 
enters in to vsdth the MSO/LCO. (MPA) 

. i 

5. The notice period should be counted from the day of issue of public notice. 
Notifying the consumers by means of Newspapers (National /Daily) turns out to be an 
expensive affair and hence, the option available to the broadcasters^SOs to give public 
notice by running a scroll on the channels should not be done away with. Rather there 
should be a period prescribed during which the scrolls can be run on the channels). The 
cable operator/ MSO should not have the right to switch off the chaimels if the 
broadcaster is providing the same. This action of the operator/ MSO will hold the 
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consumer at ransom and should be discouraged at all costs. Also, if the there is a '‘must 
provide” regulation the there should be a “must carry” regulation for the csable operators/ 
M$Os also. (ESPN) 


6. Yes the notice period should be counted from the day of public notice. The option 
of tunning a scroll should be done away with. The consumers should be informed of any 
kiiid of switch off be it fiom the Broadcasters or the MSOs or the cable operators since 
thik act is formulated with a view to protect the interests of the consumers. (B.N.B. 
Cables) 


1 , Ideally speaking the notice period should start from the day service provider in 
writing informs the user, and the public notice should be mandated to! be brought in 
wi|hin seven days of the issuance of the notice to the user. Running of scrdlls on channels 
is ^ avoidable nuisance. The decoders used should have a forced messaging capability 
with addressability so that only a particular operator is warned of the impending 
di^nnection. Even inexpensive decoders now support such addressable messaging and 
it |s strongly recommended to the Authority to do away with stock tickers and making 
forced messaging which is displayed on the screens in a particular area a mandatory 
feature. In case the MSO or the Cable operator or any service p’ovider wishes to switch 
any service on his own, he should give the notice to the subscribers before switching 
It is fair to the Broadcaster or the Service provider that he is aware that his services 
dll not be available to a particular section of ^e consumers in an area ahd it can make 
altmative arrangement for the delivery of the services in the area either through a 
It platform by different technology. (ASC) 

Notice period should be counted fiom the date of the issuance of the public notice 
in jthe newspapers. The broadcaster should not have the option to give public notice by 
mining scroll On the chaimel and it should be mandated that the notice for proposed 
dimnnection should be given through newspaper only. It is not possible for the MSO 
and ^ Cable Operators to give advance notice to consumers before switching off any 
chjuinel because with more than 100 channels being delivered by most of the operators 
and with increasing pressure on the capacity of the networks with launch of new 
;la there is boi^ to be some shuffling of channels or else no new channels will 
get ^striMed. Xlso an MSO might be forced to shut off a channel for technical 
reasons as well such as bad audio or video quality etc. (Siti Cable) 

9 . Notice period from the date it ^>pears in papers or received by MSO/service 

prbvider. It is alright tp give public notices by running scroll on channels as otherwise 
bn^adcasters use some obscure newspaper to advertise which not many subscribers read 
in I the network (though on the oth^ side once such advertisements are placed, it is 
de|amatory for the MSO/cable operator and subscriber creates a problem while paying 
thdir dues). MSOs and cable operators are required to inform the consumers before they 
switch off any of channels and this can be a part of, an agreement between the 
stakeholders i.e. the notice period and information. In other words, if a consumer needs to 
beiinformed then MSOs can put a scroll on the network informing in advance of change 
before 3 days and if any MSO wants to switch off any broadcaster forever then 30 days. 
If broadcaster gives notice to any MSO of 30 days, invariably in most of the cases, 
whether the intervention of TDSAT is sought or the matter is settled between the parties, 
in Ithat case giving such notices on scroll or in pap^ becomes meaningless. The viewer 
should be informed of any broadcaster going off on any network if the above remedies 
have been exhausted for i.e. there is no relief from TDSAT and the talks have failed 
between the parties. (IMCL) 
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10 . The notice peri^ should exclude the date of issue of public notice and should 
also exclude likely d^ of disconnection / deactivation of signals. The option available to 
broadcasters/ MSOs to give public notice by running a scroll on the channels should not 
be done away with. MSOs and Ae Cable Curators should not be required to give notice 
to the consumers before switching off of any channel. Some times the Broadcasters give 
notice as a threat only and there is no intention on the part of them to disconnect / 
deactivate signals, so as to make the MSO’s/ LCO’s submit to them. (Hathway) 

11. Notice period should be counted from the date it appears in papers or 
received by MSO/Cable Operator. Giving public notice by running scroll on channel 
should not be done away with as otherwise broadcasters use some obscure newspaper to 
advertise which not many subscribers read in the network. However, it is felt that such 
adverdspments can be defematory for the MSO/cable operator as they may give a wrong 
impression in the minds of the subscribers of that network that their cable operator is not 
giving his dues to the broadcaster. Whereas in reality it may be a superficial dispute 
between broadcaster and the cable operator to get more revenues as it happens every day. 
MSOs and cable operators are required to inform the consumers before they switch off 
any of channels and this can be a part of an agreement between the stakeholders i.e. the 
notice period and information. In other words, if a consumer needs to be informed then 
MSOs can put a scroll on the network informing in advance of change before 7 days and 
if any MSO wants to switch off any broadcaster forever then 30 days. Generally in such 
disputes!, parties approach TDSAT for rcdressal before the 30 days period is over so that 
there is no disruption in the signals. Viewer should be informed of any broadcaster going 
off on any network if the above remedies have been exhausted for i.e. there is no relief 
from TDSAT and the talks have failed between the parties. (COFI) 

issue for Consultation 
Access to content 

•* Whether a time limit should be laid down for the agent or any other 
intermediary of a broadcaster/multi system operator to either provide signals to 
any distributor of TV channels once a request is made or to decline the request 
giving reasons for the same so as to enable the distributor of TV channels to 
agitate the matter at the appropriate forum without loss of time? 

• Whether the time limit should also include time taken by the broadcaster to 
refer the distributor qf TV channels who has made a request for signals to its 
agent or intermediary"? 

• Whlether the provisions for mandatory access and the non exclusivity 
requirement in the Interconnect Regulation be removed so that there is no 
maifdatory requirement for channels that are provided to only a digital 
platform/ service to be made available to any other digital platform / service or 
on the cable platform? 

• Alternatively should these requirements be applied only to channels that have 
entered the market before a particular date? 

Comments Received 

1. This situation is fellout of non-existence of Broadcasting Law and the precedence 
of hitheretofore uplinks of offshore satellite content. A procedure to curb anti- 
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competitive practices has to be evolved, wherein reasons for not complying with the 
request} must be communicated in writing, within a stipulated time, so that th^ applicant 
may agitate the matter to the appropriate forum. In the present state of speedy 
telecoinmunications (telq)hony. E-mail, FAX and so on) time limit fixed dioqld include 
the tiine for the agent of the broadcaster to communicate with their prin(iipal. One 
possibly solution could be use of a standard form for such request, scrutiny ai customer 


service i desk for completeness of the form, issue of an acknowledgement that the 
application is .complete in all respects and then apply the time limit from the date of 
acceptajice of such complete applications. In written intimation of reasons for denial, the 
fact that the principal has been appraised can also be mentioned. The provisions for 
mandatj>ry ^access and non-exclusivity requirement in the Interconnect Regulation should 
not be itemoved. The requirements diould be applicable to all channels irrespective of the 
date of |heir entry into Ae Indian cable TV market. [Col V G Khare (Retd) - Cable TV 
Industr)| Observer] 


2. pie process to address the applicant’s request is generally quite lengthy and the 
time taken varies from case to case as many formalities such as complete documentation, 
site visij etc. are needed to be undertaken. In view thereof, the imposition of an outer time 
limit fo] the agent/intermediary to react would be unfair and impractical. Entering into a 
long St aiding business relationship with a new entity requires due diligence and 
egtablisl ment of complex commercial relationships. These processes are generally 
lengthy. In view thereof. Star India is of the strong opinion that there should nbt be any 
time linit to address the applicant’s request. In the present environment, there is a need to 
review the overly broad ‘‘Must Provide” and “Non-Exclusivity” provisions of the 


Regulation for the reasons, among others, that there are presently over 240 channels 


availably to consumers on the C&S platform. C&S is the preferred platform for 
broadcasters given its reach of approximately 61 million consumer homes. Non- 
discrimi^atory access of all channels to all distributors of TV channels should not be 
mandated by the Regulation. Star India believe that the regulatory mechanism should 
adopt a balanced approach to consumer interest and competition. Star India believe that 
date shoijild not be the basis for application of these requirements. (Star) 


t 

3. l]he process, upon request for the provision of signals, varies depending on a 
variety bf factors such as the provision of the requisite technical infcjrmation, 
considerj^tion of financial viability, a site inspection, and negotiation of the terms of 
supply arid distribution. In j^ctice, the process is often extended by delays on tlje part of 
the distributor. It is impractical to set a limited period for a commercial negotiatwn. The 
mandatoily access provisions should be removed. Mandatory access, along with the price 
freeze, cpmprises some of the most market-distorting television regulatory regimes 
cuirentlyjin place anywhere in the world. Mandatory access should be ended for all 
channels,! irrespective of the channel’s date of commencement in India. (USIBC) ^ 


4. Tl^re should be a transparent mechanism in place, which allows broadcasters or 
their ageiits to evaluate the creditworthiness and business reputation of a cable bperator 
before they are required to licence their signal to the cable operator for ftirther re- 
distributipn. This mechanism could establish a minimum threshold of accountability for 
cable operators. If any cable operator is found to have links with undesirable persons, the 
broadcaster should be able to refuse signals to that operator. As an analogy, a ndw VAT 
regjstratidn today requires a trader to provide a surety to the Government up to Rs. 
100^000. However, the surety can also be reduced by Rs. 50,000, should the trader have 
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tbe following: a fixedliM telephone, a passport, a Permanent Account Number. A similar 
mcdiahism should be put in place whereby at least an Income tax PAN number or VAT 
registration is requir^ before the broadcaster is obliged to provide signals. The 
Telecommunications Regulations 2004 in Spirit should offer signals on a non> 
discriminatory basis but £dso on minimum financial viability threshold terms, which are 
transparent and reasonable. The “must provide” obligation in the Interconnect 
Regulations has been conveniently misinteipreted by some MSOs and their affiliate 
LCOs to mean that they have unfettered rights to expand their business without 
accountability to broadcasters. It is suggested that a request for signals to television 
channels by a distributor should be either under (a) for re-transmission of signals to the 
ultimatb customer y/ho has the ability to pay and is located in a specific geographic area 
as per' existing terms between the broadcaster and the distributor, or (b) for re¬ 
transmission of signals to designated LCOs based on their current area of operation. 
Further, all MSOs should declare their list of sub-operators, link operators and LCOs and 
be able to provide details of their paid subscriber base. The provisions for mandatory 
access and non-exclusivity should be done away with. The prevailing market conditions 
include availability of several access modes for consumers to receive signals. Thus 
market forces should be allowed to dictate availability of channels and there should be no 
discrimination between availability of digital and analog channels. (MPA) 

5. There is no requirement of Mandatory access to content and market forces should 
be allowed to determine these aspects. This will benefit the subscribers also. Also, as far 
as the pay channels are concerned and especially in the case of sports channels there must 
be a provision of must carry as Sports Channels also play an important role in developing 
sports and talent for the country. Restricting a Sports Chaimels growth would be 
restricting the growth of the sports itself. (ESPN) 

6. The very purpose of this act to do away with discrimination is still to be achieved 
since the Broadcasters are not providing their signals to those w^o were already being 
discriminated but the new entrants are also denied the signals. The onus of providing the 
signals should be put on the Broadcasters by making this clause more stringent. The time 
jS-ame set should be strictly adhered to and it should be seen that signal is provided within 
a period not exceeding thirty days. A criterion should be fixed for those requesting for the 
signal rqther than Broadcasters coming up with their new criteria ever day. If the time 
frame is' not followed strictly the very purpose of this act is defeated and the ground 
reality remains as it is. The time limit should also include the time taken for referral to its 
agent or intermediary. There are instances where the Broadcasters and Agent/ 
intermediaries do not bother responding to the request for providing their signals for 
more than 30 days. In these cases penalty should be imposed and the signal should be 
provided forthwith and formalities completed then. The mandatory access and non¬ 
exclusivity requirement should not be done away with as this may result in extra benefit 
for one platform over another which may affect lots of Netsvorks. (B.N.B. Cables) 

7. Yes there should be a time frame of 30 days for closing the request of the service 
provider wiio is asking for the cpntent. The process needs to be defined as - once a 
request is made to the agent of the broadcaster it should be taken as the final request there 
would be no onus on the party making the request to contact any other agency in India or 
overseas; the Agent must provide an acknowledgement of the request; the agent must 
provide access to content at non-discriminatory rates as mandated under the interconnect 
regulation within one month of such request; all interconnect rates must be filed with the 
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Regulator; the broadcaster through its agent must fuifiii all conditions such as provision 
of decoder, or decryption equipment to the applicant party at the rates filed with the 
regulator; in case access is not provided by the Agent by the due date the Regulator 
should intervene and pass an order which is final and binding for provisioning of the 
content; any other remaining commercial formalities should, if necessary be completed 
through any agency designated by the regulator and in case of a default, the action under 
the downlinking norms also need to be initiated. The request for the content can be in 
standard format with standard terms in the agreement. If these issues can be addressed, it 
will save lot of litigation and suffering to the consumers. The mandatory provision of the 
ch^els can be acceptable if we say that any platform where the subscriber can be 
digitally addressed directly by an enabling device will have the benefit of the must 
provide regulation. In order to tackle the j^oblem of capacity constraints in the cable 
networks, any new pay channel launched after a notified date should mandatory be 
delivered in digital mode. The Time limit should be only one - which is made to the 
notified agent of the broadcaster. No other time or allowances should be given. (ASC) 

8. As per clause 3.4 of the Interconnect Regulation any agent or any other 
intermediary of a broadcaster / MSO must respond to the request for providing signals of 
a Tv channel in a reasonable time period but not exceeding 30 days of the request. This 
must be strictly adhered to even if the agent seeks certain details from the distributor. 
The agent should say either yes or no within the aforesaid time limit of 30 days to enable 
the: distributor of channels to approach either broadcaster or appropriate forum for 
re<h'essal of its grievance. The overall time limit of 30 days should also include time 
takfen by the broadcaster to refer the request for signals to its agent or intermedituy. 
Non-exclusivity requirement in the Interconnect Regulation should be continued to 
ensure effective competition between cable distribution platform and digital platforms 
sudh as DTH, IPTV etc. The requirement should apply to all channels irrespective of 
thetr date of launch. There should not be any exclusivity either amongst digital 
platforms and /or in digital platforms vis4-vls cable platforms. (Sitl Cable) 

9. A time limit of 30 days from the date of request received by an 
Agpnt/MSO/broadcaster shoidd be laid down. This time limit should include the time 
takbn by the broadcaster to refer the distributor of TV channels, who has made a request 
for signals, to its agent or intermediary. It is emphatically stated that under no 
circumstances should exclusive content be allowed whether on analogue or digital format 
and on any one particular technology vis-a-vis another. This is required in the consumer 
interest and in an era of vertical monopoly (80% market share in metros is in the hands of 
veitical integrated networks). These requirements be applied tp all such channels who 
wi^h to downlink In India if the hew channels are excluded, there is a likelihood that 
broadcasters will switch their popular coment/programme to new channels to avoid must 
sharing of content if new channels are exempted from ‘must provide,’ Further non 
exclusivity should be retained with no limit to the number of registered cable operators in 
a given area. (IMCL) 

10. The existing system of “not exceeding 30 days time frame” to respond under 
clause 3.4 and 3.6 Is currently working fine. The time limit should not include time 
takjen by the broadcaster to refer the distributor of TV channels who has made a request 
for signals to its agent or intermediary. The jx-ovisions for mandatory access and the non- 
exClusivity requirement in the Interconnect Regulation should not be removed. Cable TV 
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industry will vehemently oppose to any such attempt to create niche content only for one 
platform like DTH, IPTV, leaving Analog Cable / Digital Cable TV Platform in the lurch 
as it is ex-facie discriminatory and arbitrary. These requirements should not be applied 
only to channels that have entered the market before a particular date. (Hathway) 

11. Since process of providing signals by broadcasters through their decoder is 
completely automated, it can be activated in just 2 hours, a maximum period of 7 days 
from the date of request received by an Agent/MSO/broadcaster should be provided for 
acceptance or refusal. The 7 days time limit should also include time t^en by the 
broadcaster to refer the distributor of TV channels who has made a request for signals to 
its agent or intermediary. Under no circumstances should exclusive content be allowed 
whether on analogue or digital format and on any one particular technology vis a vis 
another. This is required in consumer interest and in an era of vertical monopoly. These 
requirements may be applied to all such channels who wish to downlink in India. Further 
non exclusivity should be retained with no limit to the number of registered cable 
operators in a given area. (COFI) 

Issue for Consultation 
Area of operation 

• Whether the obligation of the broadcaster to provide access to content to all 
distributors should be valid only as long as the MSO/ LCO operations are 
restricted to the area as defined in the commercial agreement? 


Comments Received 

1. Access is provided at the Headend through issue of IRDs. The IRD should, under 
the interconnect agreement, be specifically allocated to the address of the Headend 
location in the agreement. Only then the feed from a particular IRD can be deemed to be 
lestricted to the area covered by a particular Headend and its radius of operation. [Col V 

Khare (Retd) - Cable TV Industiy Observer] 

2. The provision of service by the MSO or LCO, subsequent to execution of the 
subscription agreement, to paying subscribers outside the demarcated area (i) is not 
authorized by the broadcaster; (ii) is not paid for by the MSO/LCO; and (iii) potentially 
infringes on the retransmission licence of another MSO/LCO. The “Must Provide” 
obligations in the Regulations have been misinterpreted by some MSOs and their 
affiliated LCOs to require unfettered rights to expand their networks. Therefore, Star 
India believe that the Regulations should be appropriately amended to recognize that the 
“Must Provide” obligations on broadcasters and their authorized distributors/agents 
applies with regard to demarcated areas of operation and that there is an obligation for the 
licensee and his affiliates/sub-licensees to restrict themselves within the area of operation. 
The TRAI should also incorporate a regulation that obligates the MSOs and LCOs to 
provide the details (including names and address) of declared subscribers. In the absence 
of such provisioa the MSOs and their affiliated LCOs are misusing the ‘Must Provide’ 
obligation of the broadcasters. (Star) 

3. TRAI’s ‘must provide’ obligations continue to be misinterpreted by some MSOs 
and cable operators as affording them the right to expand their networks without regard to 
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the geographical boundaries stipulated in the channel supply agreements. It is,imperative 
that th^ TRAI clarify that its existing ‘must provide* obligations on broadcasters is not 
meant to empower the MSOs and cable operators to expand service with impunity 
beyond the demarcated area commercially agreed. (USIBC) 

4. Each MSO/LCO should have a specific geographic area of distribution within which 
they can expand their number of subscribers. TRAI could examine the feasibility of a 
.x'heuie, wliicl’i allows the MSO’s to put in the cable infi*astructure and gives |he right to 
x'hect fees an ? iriaintain the infi^istructure only to the existing 1-2 cable operators who are 
ti tTendy opers iuig in the area and have control of the ground. This franchise/ license could 
oe granted against payment for some fees or Upon giving a guarantee. >o n^ entrants 
would be granted licenses except for new licensees deemed necessary t ^ sejrvice rapid 
marketj expansion. In such cases they need to inform the broadcasters and ^yistiiig contracts 
would have to be reviewed and amended suitably. (MPA) 

5. The area of operation of the cable operators should be deal y defined in the 
uommercial agreement and the obligation of the broadcaster to provide access to content 
ro all Cable operators should be Valid till the time the cable operators ^ rfstricted to 
these areas. Otherwise, unauthorized expansion of area of operation by the cable 
operators may result in a situation of chaos. (ESPN) 

6. The agreements can be drafted to either have an area of operation as predefined or 
the agreement can have a time linked increase in the area of provision as well as gj^owth 
of customers within the given area. Most MSO and operators Such as DTH opeiBtors 
operate in an environment where services are provided in large geographically dispersed 
areas and such provisions can be covered by agreements. (ASC) 

?. If the distributor of a channel has a valid registration to operate in a particular area 

the same cannot be curtailed by placing artificial restrictions by the broadcasters as it 
Aould bet as a impediment t;o the growth as well as competition. The only i^sue in this 
u gard U the payment of additional subscription fee for the extended area (s) of operation, 
vhich tan be settled between broadcasters and distributors of channels on a “negotiated 
subscriber base” for the additional area. The extension of area by a distributor of channels 
in which he is authorized to operate by virtue of having valid registration for that area, 
cannot be termed as piracy or unauthorized distribution entitling a broadcasting to switch 
off itsjchannels by giving a notice of 2 days. In such an event a period of 30 days is to 
be, given to arrive at the negotiated settlement of subscription fee for the adcUtional/ 
AX landed area of operation failing which the distributor of channels is «ntitled to 
pprciich Hon’be IDS AT for settlement of the disputes in accordance with law. (Siti 
b ible) 


In IMCL’s view, if IMCL wishes to serve consumers in a city, it be allpwed to do 
e'lHcut hassles and the broadcasters then cannot impose conditions which restrict the 
uu Wiihin the area of that city. Broadcasters need to share information regarding the 
jutnber of MSOs/LCOs operating in an area and paying them for the number of 
kjrinections for receiving their services and should put this information in public domain 
o that they can not discriminate when new MSOs seek service and there is transfer of 
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connec^vity between the competing MSOs in today’s en^ronment m a tranq^axent 
manner, ^IMCL) 


9. No. This will tantamount to the restrictive trade practice and will lead to unfair 
business practices. It is ultimately subject to revirion in subsmpdon fees ehhtf on the 
higher side if there is growth or low^ side if there is loss of operational / billable area / 
size. (Hathway) 

10. Any MSO/Cable Operator who wishes to serve consumers in a city» be allowed to 
do so ^yithout hassles and the broadcasters then can not impose conditions which restrict 
the MSO/Cable Operator within the area of that city. Broadcasters need to share 
information regarding the number of MSOs/LCOs operating in an area and paying them 
for the number of connections for receiving their’services and should put this information 
in public domrin so that they cannot discriminate when new MSOs seek service and there 
is transfer of connectivity betwe^ the competing MSOs in today’s environinent in a 
transparent manner. This will also help sub^ribers to know from the website of the 
broadcasters as to availability of their signals &om MSO/Cable Operator of a particular 
area. Any area demarcation has to be done as a part of license by the regulator/licensing 
authority. Since there is no licensii^ as of now, no area restriction can be made by a 
broadca^er. If different broadcasters resort to different areas, there will be a chaos on the 
ground. |(COFI) 

Issue for Consultation 

MSO as an agent of Broadcaster 

« Whether the Regulations should specifieally prohibit appointment of an MSO. 
directly or indirectly, as an agent of a broadcMtor? 

Comments Received 

1. Yes. [Col V CKhare (Retd) - Cable TV Indostry Observerj 

2. Principally there are two factors, which determine the choice exerci^ by 
broadcasters; (i) the financiri analysis of capital cost of providing IRDs vs. the 
subscription revenue expectation; and (ii) the potential impact of unfettered territorial 
expansion. In either case, the servicp providers would have to provide non- 
discrimi]|iatory terms and the coimnercial offer to the applicriit-distributor would be the 
same. It follows that the agent/intermediary providing signal feed could be an MSO 
operating within the area of operations applied for. Where the existing MSO refuses to 
provide signal feed, the broadcasters would give signals directly on non-discriminatory 
terms. (Star) 

3. The market should be allowed to operate in its own course. Should a broadcaster 
choose to appoint an MSO as its agent, it would only do so witn the interest of expandii^ 
their share of the tnarket. Oiven the huge costs involved in setting up a distribution 
network, it is likely that the agents appointed by a broadcaster would be ffom the cable 
trade. If the MSO cannot be ^)pointed as an agent, it would mean that all cable c^>erators 
would be entitled to take direct signals from the broadcaster, which is not financially 
viable, nor commercially manageable on the ground. With over 240 diatinels now 
available in India, no channel can be determined ^’irreplaceable” should any agent limit a 
channel’s distribution. (USIBC) 
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4. I The Regulations should clearly specify that an MSO cannot be appointed as an 
agent of a broadcaster. (ESPN) 

5. MSO should not act directly or indirectly as an agent as it gives them unhealthy 
edge over their rival MSOs. (B.N.B. Cables) 

6. The appointment of MSO as an agent of Broadcaster is inherently anti- 
competitive.(ASC) 

7. ; The TDSAT has already adjudicated this matter in Sea TV’s case and an appeal 
against this judgment is pending in the Supreme Court. The mcun issue in tllis reg^ is 
that tiere is an apparent conflict between the obligations of MSO as an agent of the 
broadcaster and Ms business as MSO, which is to provide signals to as many cable 
operators as possible. The broadcasters are appointing MSOs as exclusive agents at 
ground level on Minimiun Guarantee basis, wMch is creating lot of distortions and 
disturbances in the market. Accordingly various cable operators are not able to get the 
signal^ of the broadcasters, as in order to perpetuate their monopoly these MSO agents 
are rejfusing the signals to rival cable operators on one pretext or the other. The 
appoii^tment of MSO as an agent is totally prejudicial to the competition and is creating 
monopoly at ground.. Matter may be put beyond doubt by adding one more proviso to 
Regulation 3.3 wMch should read as *Trovided that a multi system operiitor cannot 
direct^ or indirectly be the designated agent of broadcaster or his/her authorized 
distrihution agency.” (Siti Cable) 

8. As tMs matter is sub judice in the Supreme Court in the Sea TV Civil Appeal in 
wMchilMCL are interveners, IMCL do not wish to make any direct comment except to 
state that the Interconnect Regulations need to be interpreted along with the explanatory 
memorandiun and replies to stake holder queries issued by TRAI. (IMCL) 

9. MSOs have even otherwise been reduced to'act as a collection arm of the 

broadqasters. Since the matter is sub judice before the Hon’ble Supreme Court in Sea 
Network matter, Hathway are of the view that outcome of the judgment be awaited and 
they ^uld abide by the same. (Hathway) js 

ki 

10. The Interconnect Regulations need to be interpreted along with the explanatory 
memor^um and replies to stake holder queries issued by TRAI. The agent ahould not 
be a seridce provider if a genuine competitive market has to be developed. (COFI) 

Isane for Consultation 
Payment defaulters 

• Whether the Regulations should make it obligatory that the applicant- 
distiibutors shall produce along with their request for services^ a **No Pen din g 
Dueb” certificate fh>m the presently-affiliated MSO in respect of LCOs 
intetidingto get signal feed through such distributor or directly from 
broadcasters? 

I 

Comments Received 

1. Yes. [Col V C Khare (Retd) - Cable TV Industry Observer] 
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2. The provision of excluding payment defaulters from die ^Must Provide*’ obligation 
should be expanded to include the cases such as >^ere an MSO seeks to expand its area 
of operations to provide signals to an LCO who has defaulted in payment to his currently 
affiliated MSO, or to the Broadcaster; where an LCO or group of LCOs any of whom 
have defaulted in payment seek to establish their own head-end and obtain signals 
directly from broadcasters; and where any of the promoters of a distributor of TV 
channels are promoters of any other distributor of TV channels which has defaulted in 
payment. Further, it is operationally impossible for broadcasters to verify whether an 
applicant-distributor is a payment defaulter prior to provision of service in* accordance 
with the Regulations. Therefore, Star India recommend that the Regulations should 
include an obligation that the applicant^distributors include, along with their request for 
services, a “No Pending Dues” certificate" from the presently-affiliated MSO in respect of 
LCOs intending to get signal feed through such distributor or directly from broadcasters. 
The Regulations should also provide that if any MSO provides sig^s to a new LCO, 
who was previously affiliated‘to a Broadcaster, without obtaining a copy of the “No 
Pending Dues” certificate from such Broadcaster, the Broadcaster shall have the right to 
disconnect such MSO. (Star) 

3. This regulation makes sense. It is a relatively simple way to ensure that 
chronically defaulting operators will not be tolerated. (USIBC) 

4. All the payment defriulters are required to be dealt with strictly, in furtherance of 
which, the Regulations should make it mandatory for all the applicant-distributors to 
produce, along with their request for services, a “No Pending Dues” certificate from the 
presently- affiliated MSO in respect of LCOs intending to get signal feed through such 
distributor or directly from broadca8ters.(BSPN) 

5. Yes it should be made obligatory that the applicant distributors produce No 
Pending Dues certifioate from the presently affiliated MSO in respect of LCOs intending 
to get signal feed through such dlstibutor or directly from Broadcasters. (B.N.B. Cables) 

6. The issuance of the NOC is not a practical solution, it will bring in more 
litigations as the outgoing Service provider will delay NOC on various pretexts which 
can be litigated and thus may deprive tiie end consumer the service completely or 
partially. In case the Input cost of the MSO are equal then the ultimate price to the LCO 
also will be the same and it will be the service which will be the deterntining fisctor and 
let the field decide for it. (ASC) 

7. The provision for applicant - distributors to produce “No Pending Dues” from the 
presently affiliated MSO, is not a practical suggestion and would lead to all kinds of 
complications and litigations because the existing MSO would iiot want to lose any 
affiliated LCO end therefore Is likely to put frdse & frivolous demwdi of outstanding 
to prevent the LCO from shifting. In such a scenario in the abseiice of “No pending 
dues” certifrcate from the LCO, the other MSOs will not be able to provide food to the 
LCO, thus forcing the LCO to sUy with the existing MSO. Such a regulation would be 
detrimental to the progress of the industry and would amount to promoting de-focto 
monopolieSi (Siti Cable) 

8. The requirement of No Pending Dues certificate may create a problem because 
there may be a genuine dispute between the parties and the shifting applicantmay not be 
able to procure and produce the certificate thus aftbcting his right to do business with 
others^ (IMCL) 
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9. j It is welcome step on the part of the Authority for the proposed amendment in the 
Inte^nnect Regulation. This dynamic and pragmatic view will resolve the evil in the 
system. (Hathway) 

I 


10. I The requirement of No Pending Dues certificate may create a problem because 
therf may be a genuine dispute between the parties and the shifting applicant may not be 
ablejto procure and jnoduce the certifioate thus affecting his right to do business with 
otbck(COFI) 

luun for Consultation 


) 

Exp^uision of Existing Regulations 
Sul^scriber Basg 


• ^fVhether the snbs^ber base should remain fixed during; the term of validity of 
Subscription agreement? 

• If not, what should be the mettodology for periodic revision of subscriber base? 

• "Aether it should be umde mandatory to provide a list of the LCOs (with 
{Subscriber base/ lump sum paymenhsyhousdiolds to the broadcasteiVMSOs at 

t ie time of signing of the agreement? 
dw should the subscrU>er base be determined for new entrants? 


Consents Received 


The subscriber base should remain fixed during the term of validity of 
ription agreemeid unless provision exists in tiie agreement to revise the same along 
jreasons and justification. The methodology for periodic revision of subscriber base 
Id be by physij^ door coimt verification in LCOs area by Broadcaster’s agrats along 
with! the LCO. Ideally it ^Kmld be made mandatory to provide a list of thd LCOs (with 
subs mber base/lump sum payments)/households to broadcasters/MSOs at the time of 
signing of the agreement. The subscriber base for the new entrants be determined by 
enco iin^g implemratation, providing for acquisition of STB on softer terms, as a 
technological compulsion, like TV over IP and DIH, and assigning zero yalue to FTA 
confent in the SMS (Sub^ber Management System). [Col V C Khare (Itetd) • Cable 
TV ^ustry Observe] 


2. The subscriber base may typically change during the course of a subsisting 

contract and the subscription fee shoidd be modified accordingly. Any increase or 
deciiase in paid subscrito base on account of LCO chum can be given effect to only 
when all MSOs are required to give a break-up of their paid subscriber; numbers by 
affil^te LCO as part of the subscription agreement. As MSOs do not provide a list of 
theiii affiliated LCOs and their paid subscriber base, broadcasters take the more 
conservative view of opposing any reduction in the paid subscriber base. The Regulations 
shoi^d mandate that the LCOs provide to the MSOs details of their declared subscribers 
(along names and addresses) and the MSOs to provide such list to the^broadcaSters. 
This! woiild fikcilitate the broadcasters to increase/decrease the subscription fee of the 
MSOs on accoimt of LCOs chum. Given that there are instances of disputes pn subscriber 
numbers between the Broadcaster and the MSO/cable operators, the TRAI ipay come up. 
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on an immediate basis, with a mechanism to deal with this issue. Star India suggest that 
the TRAI appoint an iridepchdent reputable third party agency (such AC Nielsen) to 
deal Wifli sufecriber related dilutes (by conducting surve>^ in die evettt of disjpu^^ In 
the event of any dispute, the MSO/cable operator would be required to provide to the 
third party agency a true and accurate list of its affiliated Cable operators^ and their 
respective connected subscribers (along with their complete contact details). The 
indepentteht reputable thiid party agency could then conduct a survey in the specified 
area within a specified time. The reports of the survey should be fin^ and binding on 
both the parties. The costs for the survey should be paid by the losing party, In the case of 
new entrants, the area of operation may be defined in tenhs of demarcated geographical 
territory or in terms of the list of LCOs which the MSO proposes to connect over the term 
of the agreement. Accordingly, the broadcaster may make a non-discriihinatory offer 
based on the area demarcation Or b^d on current subscription revenue of the affiliated 
LCOs Within the area of operation. Star India feel that since the number df new entrants 
is not as much, no regulation is required specifically for new entrants. (Star) 

3. Subscriberbase should noliiemain fixed. Indians cable televisloh subscriber base is 
growingj at a fest rate, and there are still entire regions that are not currently serviced by 
caWe television. To fieeze the subscriber base during the course of an existmg 
subscription agreem^t is neither necessary nor feir; The Nfinistry of Information atai. 
Broadcasting or TRAI must be empowered to press service providers to provide their 
subscribe base. The Ministry or TRAI ^ould be urged to set up a ^cial cell to begin. 
“sn^p audits*’ of a few dozen service providers every year to review conformity of 
reporting rules, and to get a clearer picture on the amount of under*reporting existent in 
the mai^et. Underreporting of subscribe number is a violsuion of copyright laws and 
distorts tiie value of the market. The regulation to provide a list of the LCOs (with 
Subscriber base/ lump sum payments)/households to the broadcasters/MSOs at the time 
of signing of the agreement makes sense. It is a relativdy simple way to add an in^rtant 
l^er of regulation in an industry, cable distribution, Wbich is li^ly regdiatedv 
Furthermore, botii the distributors and the MSOs should be obligated to provide an 
accurate pQunt as to the number of subscribers they are serving, it would seem to? make ; 
sense to |base it on estimates drawn feom the population in the operator’s operation of 
isrea, with provision of a complete list of the oporator!s cable affiliates and subscrib^^ 
There dioiUd be a survey of cable penetration of the a^a, wuth due allowance 
offering and ^peal of the new entrant’s product (USIBC) 

4. M$0/LCOs should be able to prospect new^OOnsumei's on an ongoh^ basis and 

likewise consumers should be able to choose feonMn amay icd* M$^Us4tC0s. MSOs 
should {Ufovide broadcasters a H of thdr subscribers on a ^quarterly basis. This list 
sihould be geographically sorted with household addresses^ names of subscribers and 
cx)nt^ details. TMs will allow broadcaster ^ if they so desire to spot check service 
quality. Also, this level of dma mining will allow all tiie pmties - ^oadcasters, MSOs 
and LCQs to derign ^iKcial promo offieis. C^ a quarterly basisi new to the 

lists and (feleti^fix>m the list may b flagged It shoukibeiWe mmidatory to provide a 
list of tiie ,LCOs witii their Subscriber base to the broadcasters/MSCke^on a monthly baris 
and at tito time pf si^mg of the agreanent. Apptox»natoly 50^60% > of dus rim^^ 
consritiite tmnimum ^rarantee in terms of pigment obligation^ new entrants, the 
subscriber base may be determined based on the existing level of pen^r^on of cat^ 
S(5rvices ip the area. (MPA) ^ : 
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5. The subscriber base should be specified in the agreement. Any increase/ decrease 
in the same should be dealt with in the manner such as; (a) it should be made mandatory 
for all MSOs/ Cable Operators to file with the broadcaster, a list of their subscriber base, 
on a fionthly basis.; (b) a similar list for LCOs should also be filed; (c) this data should 
also be made available on TRATs website so as to encourage transparency. In case of 
new qhannels / entrants, the subscriber base should be subject to negotiation between the 
two parties to the agreement (ESPN) 

6. \ The subscriber base should remain fixed during the term of validity of 
subscription agreement as the broadcasters specially event driven ones resort to strong 
arms, tactics before important events and try and increase the subscriber base. The 
obligation for provision of list of subscribers should not be made mandatory at the time 
of sicning of agreement. A minimum amount of subscriber base should be fixed in a 
way $0 that it does not hurt any of the parties involved. (B.N.B, Cables) 

7, The subscriber base during the tenure of the agreement in case of non addressable 
enviiionment should remain fixed, in case of the addressable environment it should be 
based on the actual no of subs. It is important that during the tenure of the price fireeze 
the total outgo from a network is also kept fixed. The periodic revision in case of the non 
addressable environment can be done on the basis of any new constructions coming in 
which may increase the number of households in the area. At the time of signing of the 
agreiment the LCO list with sub base is difficult, however, it can be mandated that within 
thred months of signing the agreement the list can be provided containing the names of 
the itCO connected to the system. The subscriber base of the new entrant can be fixed as 
a mihimum entry level by the service provider. (ASC) 

8, It is duly recognized by TRAI in earlier Consultation Note and papers that in non* 
CAlS areas the Interconnect agreements are on the basis of 'negotiated subscriber base’. 
Sincb the negotiated subscriber number is supposed to take care of distribution margin 
and ^80 the inbuilt subsidy to the subscribers, it should remain fixed throu^ out the term 
of validity of the subscription agreement. Since the settlement between the broadcaster 
and distributor of TV channels has been arrived at on the basis of negotiated subscriber 
base^ there is no relevance and need to provide the list of LCOs etc as the broadcasters 
tend to misuse the said list to harass the distributor of TV channels by alleging that the 
LCOs figuring in the said list have much higher subscriber base than what is declared in 
the list at the time of signing the agreement and thus derriand more subscription. In the 
alteiinative, when Interconnect agreement is entered into with the broadcasters for non* 
CAS areas, a particular declaration of the number of subscriber by the distributor of 
channels (LCO to MSO) should form a basis for the finally negotiated number. 
Therefore, if there is any increase in declared subscriber base on account bf new LCOs 
joining the MSOs either in the same area or in new area when the MSO expands his 
operation, the same should be added to the subscriber base. Similarly when an LCO 
leases the MSOs, the declared subscriber base should accordingly be reduced. Thus a 
pro^r reconciliation should be carried out whenever migration takes place both on 
accWt of increase in the declared subscriber base as also in respect of decrease in the 
declared subscriber base and the declared subscriber base should be revised’both upwards 
& 4ovmwards as the case may be through a reconciliation exercise at periodic intervals 
and adjustments be carried out accordingly. For a new entrant the only methodology is 
negotiated settlement with the pay broadcasters for a particular period of time, which can 
be reviewed after the expiry of said period based on actual performance of the distributor 
of diannels at the ground level. (Siti Cable) 
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9. There is no need to provide the lists of LCOs together with their list of 
declarations to broadcasters. TTie real reason why MSOs like IMCL cannot provide 
details of LCOs actual subscriber base is because LCOs also negotiate with MSOs on 
their notional subscriber base and pay a pre determined sum of monthly subscription fee. 
In feet no MSO is aware of the true and genuine subscriber base of a LCO. Alternatively 
if such a subscriber base was considered vital and necessary to provide in the Regulation 
then in absence of addressability the only viable method is to use Service Tax/ 
Entertainment Tax declaration or self declaration by LCO (as relied upon by IMCL 
unless proved contrary otherwise on a case to case basis). The subscriber base for new 
entrants should be a minimum of 300 connections for MSO and a minimum of 50 
connections for LCO. (IMCL) 

10. Dynamics of any business never remain static. However, in order to maintain 
stability and reasonability during the terms of the agreement, it is the agreed and 
negotiated subscriber base that should be allowed to remain static and fixed. If it is 
allowed to remain fluctuating on monthly basis or in short span of time / tenure, this 
would lead to more conflicts and disputes. Further, the negotiated subscriber base is a 
function of demand of a particular chWiel or bouquet of channels or a channel within the 
bouquet / non-moving channels with one or two channels in demand. CAS is the only 
solution. If the Authority in any case takes any view based on the present consultation 
paper under consideration then the a-la-carte as well as issues arising out of the 
Distribution Margin to the Dealers like the MSOs / LCOs needs to be addressed 
simultaneously without any further delay. The objective of the Authority to minimize the 
disputes through the present consultation paper would get vitiated if there are periodic 
revisions. If there is a negotiated subscriber base (as recognized in the 01st October 2004 
Recommendation of TRAI) then there is no sanctity left in providing with the list of 
subscribers of LCOs and households. Further, MSOs receive only the lump-sum 
negotiated fees from its value chain, like the pay broadcasters receive from the MSOs. 
Further the situation has reached to such an extent that MSOs are paying more 
subscription fees for the negotiated subscribers to popular pay broadcasters, than the 
amount they are collecting fiom the paying subscribers / LCOs ‘ declaration. The 
subscriber base for new entrants be determined on the basis of negotiated and / or agreed 
subscribers. (Hathway) 

11. Subscriber base should remain fixed during the term of validity of subscription 
agreement limited to one year. Subscriber base should be revised every year at the time 
of renewal of agreement or after completion of one year of the agreement. There is no 
need to provide the lists of LCOs together with their list of declarations to broadcasters. 
The real reason why MSOs cannot provide details of LCOs actual subscriber base is 
because LCOs also negotiate with MSOs on their notional subscriber base and pay a pre 
determined sum of monthly subscription fee. In fact no MSO is aware of the true and 
genuine subscriber base of an LCO. Alternatively if such a subscriber base was 
considered vital and necessary to provide in the Regulation then in absence of 
addressability the only viable method is to use a self declaration by LCO. The subscriber 
base for new entrants be determined on the basis of a minimum of 300 connections for 
MSO’s business and a minimum of 50 connections for LCO. It has been a practice of 
broadcaster to give boxes under rural scheme for minimum number of subscriber on 300 
and in urban markets on 500, the same can be allowed. (COFI) 
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Issue for Consultation 
Multi ^ystem Operator 

• Whether any minimum threshold of the number of subscribers and ofoer 
, parameters should be specified for a Cable Operator to be defined as a 
, **Multi System Operator” and for being entitled to receive signals directly 
! from broadcasters? 

Co nusents Received 

I ■ ' 

I. j No. [Col V C Khare (Retd) - Cable TV Industry Observer] 

2 The number of subscribers under an MSO varies depending various factors 

(including size, geogrs^hical location, etc.). Therefore, it is very difTl.^uIt i> define a 
MSO ^ased on number of subscribers. Therefore, the broadcasters sh‘>^id dontinue to 
define ^SOs on a non-discriminatoTy basis. (Star) • 

3. ^There should be a uniform licensing procedure for all distributors apd MSOs 

(subscx^ber thresholds, technical standards, financial requirementi^i buf it 

should jbe a purely commercial decision as to whether to provide ligmis greedy. 
(bSIBC) 

4. The definition of “MSO'' as contained in the Act stou^ Ui minimum 

thresho(ld of the number of subscribers and other parameters for CClbiye Operator to be 
defined as a “Multi System operator” and fpr being entitled to lOcejlve signals directly 
from broadcasters. (ESPN) ! 

> No minimum number of subscribers should be fixed as this will block toe advent 
if neW| entrants in this sector and also restrict the aspirations of existing cable operators 
ih>m bjecoming a MSO thus directly making the existing even more and 

iKsertiVe thus creating a monopolistic market environment which can hurt the consumers. 
Cables) i 

. f 

6. Due to the diverse demographics of India it is difficult to specify the threshold 
mmbec for the cable operator to be defined as MSO, the need of this derinitiop is purely 
•^eoretlcal as MSO in present day also do the agreements to a great extent baped on the 
tMd ends reach and then consolidate the same in one agreement. This may be left to the 

■ '.;:adcaster.(ASC) 

The correct technical definition of an MSO is ^ compare /entity which 
; erate$ multiple headends in different areas or across state or country. In addition thoe 
lar^e independent cable operators also who operate single headend (Ocmitol room), 
provide direct services to the subscribes as well as give their feeds to other LCDs who in 
sim pri^vide signals to the consumers. In order to be eligible or entitled to rec^ve signals 
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directly firom the broadcasters the MSO/independent LCO should have at least 25 cable 
operator connected to its network with a minimum aggregate subscriber base of 30QiP 
connec^ons. (Siti Cable) 

8. Broadcasters have been chargii^ a nunimum of 500 c(mpecbpn^ in urban areas 
and 300 for rural areas for MSOs; since they have adopted this business model the same 
be allo\ved to continue. (IMCL) 

9. It is welcome s^ on the part of the Au^ri^ for the proposed amendment in 
the Interconnect Regid^on as even one per^n / LCO claims to be the NiSO and 
attempts to destabilize dre existing system. The lole of the^ K^ is critical and serious 
business as it otherwise afSsct to the quality of seMce. It is th^fore proposed dim there 
should be a noiiumimi 501^ and at least 5,OOO subscribers base as a thre^ld limit to 
be qmdified as Msd. (Hathway) 

10 . broadcasters have been charging a ininimum of 500 connections in urban areas 
and 300 for. rural area for MSOs, since they have adopted this business model the same 
be allowed to continue. (COFI) 

Issue for ConsoltatloB 

Renewsii of A^^menW 

• Mother ai^ limU ^hou^ for reuewal of agreements prior 

to expiry of exisl^ contract so t§iat in case toe 

renewed toe subscribers get sufficient advance notice regarding 
disconttouation of those channels after expiry of exiting contract? 

• What arrang^rall ^ extension of toe contract daring 

negotiations after the validity of a contract has expired? 

Comments Received 

1. Yes. This should Ik appioxi^ four weeks more toan the period 

discontmuatioiL The situation, of extending the contract ^ ^ ^ 

validij^ of a contact has ^pitod* oan arise only vtoen toe sei^jpe has not beqa^^ 
interniptpd evon a:to qkpiiy of the validity period of the agreement. A logical appi^oach 
should be to continue the seryice and|^ new negotiated rates retrespeGtiyely da^ 
of expiry of previous agreement. Wherever toe service has been interrupted, new rates 
should talm toe dato of restoration of a service. [Col V C Khare (Retd) - 

Cabte Ty Industry Observer] 

2. 11^ T^^cable operatoto who intend ip renew their agreement should ^tid a 

writieni^uest at the esq^iry of their existing agre^mmt Along 

wito tiie/writ^M^s/caltie operators mu^ inter alia, send the various 
InfoimadtmA^ including (i) post offt^ license, j^i) photograph of autirprized 

signatory, (iii) address proof, (iv) ^oto identi^, (v) cha^r documents, (vi) letter of 
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authority, (vii) no-dues certificate, and (viii) such other documents as may be desired by 
the biri^casters. The regulation should mandate these requirements, failing which the 
broadcaster must have the right to disconnect the MSO/Cable operators aftei: the expiry 
of the agreement. Extension of contract without execution of a separate agreement should 
be strictly discouraged. If such extensions are permitted, that would in effect validate 
provirion of signals by the broadcasters to unauthorized MSOs/cable operators. (Star) 

3. No, TRAI should not set a time frame for renewing existing agreements. This is a 
business-to-business process that need not be regulated. In addition, setting a time frame 
for renewing agreements would necessarily entail introducing enforcement measures; 
such pleasures could be abused by one party or the other through stalling the renewal 
process. An arrangement for extension of contract during negotiations after contract 
expires can be determined either in the original contract or on an ad-hoc Nasis when a 
contr^t expires. A regulation, forcing particular conditions, would not be useful as such 
a regulation would have to be written in such a manner as to make provisions for a 
mandlitory extension of the terms. Such a regulation would inevitably favor one side or 
the oAer after the expiration of a contract. (USIBC) 

4. The Act / Rules should lay down a time limit for renewal of agreements prior to ;■ 
expiry of existing contract(s), so that in case the agr^ment cannot be renewed, the ' 
subscribers should get sufficient advance notice regarding discontinuation of those 
channels after expiry of the existing contract. After the expiry of the contract three 
months time for negotiations should be given and in this time the operator (MSO / LCO) ' 
riiould be made to pay on the then prevailing rate of the channel for the period during 
vriiich they receive the services from the broadcaster at the last agreed subscriber base, 

until ihe contract is either renewed or services discontinued. (ESPN) 

1 

5. Yes a time frame fot renewal of agreements prior to expiry of old contract should 
be laid down so that the subscribers do not suffer and get enough advance intimation in 
case of continuation of any chaimels. (B.N.B. Cables) 

6. The renewal of the agreement should be done at least a month prior to the expiry 
of the previous agreement. In case the agreement is not closed with in the validity of the 
previous agreement and their has been no new habitation of the household in foe area 
defin^ then the previous agreement should be kept valid and in foe next thirty days if foe 
samel can not be concluded then foe regulator should pass foe order based on foe facts 
presented with in foe next thirty days, in this interim period foe broadcaster or its 
distributor should not take any step to foscontinue the services. (ASC) 

7. Ideally, the agreement should be for a period of 3 years and the commercial terms 
can be renegotiated after expiry of 12 months period. The negotiations for iettlement of 
commercial terms should start at least 30 days before the expiry of the 12 nfonths period 
and an attempt should be made to settle foe same before foe expiry of said 12 months. If 
the broadcasters stipulate certain unreasonable terms, foe distributor of channels can 
approach TDSAT immediately after foe expiry of 12 months period and seek redressal. 

If TRAI prescribes a standard agreement then most of such disputes can be eliminated 
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and iipnewals can take place in a speedier manner. If the negotiations in a good faith 
continue even after the expiry of 12 months period / agreement as mentioned above, the 
same can be continued till the fresh commercial terms are settled for the new period and 
no disconnection be resorted to. Once the new commercial terms are settled would 
automatically apply with effect fix>m the date of start of new period.(Siti Cable) 

8. Time limit of an agreement and their renewals should not be less than 1 year and 
extendable mutually thereafter. There is no legal provision that agreements end after one 
yeai; a^id cannot even be renewed as this is a violation of must provide interconnect 
regulation. Ideally once the licensee has signed an interconnect agreement it should be for 
the period of license and any disconnection should be exception and not the rule and be 
allowed only if all other mediods to resolve the dispute fail. If these contracts are not long 
term contracts then this business will be uncertain and investment in this business will 
never be safe and not only service providers but the consumers will have to suffer if they 
have to change their service provider every year. It is evident from many Court cases 
that whenever there is a renewal of an agreement, broadcasters send notices for 
enhancing the revenue on the threat of denial of services or deny to renew the contract. It 
is also a restrictive trade practice on account of broadcasters since they insists on signing 
of agreement on a fixed number of subscriber base for a year and for any change in the 
number of subscribers. They insist on signing new agreements. If there is an agreement 
then it should be for licensing or authorized distribution and the payment should be on 
the basis of declared subscriber base from time to time and not on annual contracts. For 
extension of contract, ideally, negotiations should start before 60 days so that 30 days are 
given fbr negotiations and 30 days to approach TDSAT if the parties fail to reach the 
agreement. (IMCL) 

9. Till the time old agitement or oral arrangements are in place the continuity should 
be maintained. If there is a complete break down of negotiation then and in that case 
alone a, notice of one month nee^ to be given by the broadcasters / MSOs to the MSOs / 
LCOs as the case may be and if the affected paity rights are prejudiced then the affected 
party may approach the appropriate fbrum for acyudication. Till such time the parties to 
the Interconnect regime ^ould be encouraged to enter into an agreement through 
dialogue. The Authority should give a clarification that the Onl arrangement / Oral 
Agreement should form part of the understanding in determining the inter-se relationship 
between the value chains in the system. The Agreement shall have a continuity at least 
for a period of 3 years and it is only the commercials like the function of the rate and 
numb^ of subscribers or the negotiated lump-sum periodical subscription fees or number 
of chaiinels as the case may be needs to be reworked at suitable interval of say 12 /18 
months. (Hathway) 

10. Time limit of an agreement and their renewals should not be less than 1 year 
extendable mutually therei^r. There is no legal provision that agreements end after one 
year and cannot even be renewed as this is a violation of must provide ipterconnect 
regulation. Ideally once the licensee has signed an inter connect agreement it should be 
for the period of license and any disconnection should be exception and not rule and be 
allowed only if all other methods to resolve the dispute fail. If these contracts are not long 
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term contracts then this business will be uncertain and investment in this business will 
nev^ be safe and not didy service providte but die consumers will have to suffer if they 
hav^ to change then- seifvice provider ev^ year: It is evident from manV Court cases 
that whenever there is a renewal of in agreement, broadeksters send notices for 
enhancing the revenue on the threat of demal of services or deny to renew the contract. It 
is also a restrictive tmde practice on account of broadcasters since they insiste on signing 
of agreement on a fixed number of subscriber base for a year and for ^y change in 
nunibers of subscribers. They insist on sighing new agreements. It is felt thal if there is an 
agreement thai it Sh<^d be for licensing Or authorized distribution and^ the payment 
shoi^d be on the basis of declared subscriber base. For extension of cottract, ideally 
negotiations should before 60 days s6 that 30 days are given for negotiations and 30 
day j to approach TDSAT if the party’s fail to reach the agreemertt;(COFl) ; 

Issile for Consultatioii 

1 - I 

Codversion of FTA channels into Pay channels 

V Whether any advance notice should be stipulated for FTA channels turning 
into Pay chaitoelS^ so that in cask the service piroviders.are unabl^ to reach an 
< agreement,the stibscribers gbt sufficieht advance notice* regarding 
discontinuatibii of those channeb from the dirte of their conversion into 
Paychanneb? 

Coipments Received ' 


1. Yes, at least 3 months. [Col V C Khare (Retd) - Cable TV Industry Observer] 


2. The FTA chtoels are converted into Pay channel to enable the broadcasters^ ^ 
collijct subscription revenue from the MSOs/Cable Operated. Therefore it 
bece me imperative for the broadcasters to enter discussidiis wi& the^ MSOs/CabS 
Ope -ators prior to sUch conversion. If the brbadcasters and the' MSOs/Cable Operators 
are iinable to reach an aj^eement, it shotild ^ve a one week’s notice to trfe broadcaster 
and Idle consumers in terms of Clause 4i 1A of the Regulations. (Star) 


3. * his safe to asstane that the broadcasters and K^Os / cable operators ^/// enter 
con^ercial negodtdhmswell in advance of the comersioh date from free to pay. However, 
shot^ld the parties be unable to reach agreehjent for the conversion, they shoufy be left to 
negotiate the fate of ^hefree channel at the e^qjirihion of their existing a^eefneht. IfTRAl is 
determined to set a notice period, then 7 days is reasonable. (MPA) ^ 


4. . The Act should stipulate a time period of 2 months for giving advance notice for 
FTA| channels turning into Pay charmels, so that in case the service providers are unable 
to reach an agreement, the subscribers get sufficient notice regarding discontimuuion of 
those channels from the date of their conversion into pay channel?. (ESPN) t 
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5. The FTA channels getting converted to pay should be transmitted through GAS 
on STBs in order to avoid any increase in Tariff of the Basic Services. Since this cannot 
be done in retrospect, it should be done to avoid/stop the growing number of pay 
channels in the basic tier in the future especially due to the non availability of the pay 
tier. This will also reduce the growing burden on the lower income group customers who 
are at present subsidizing the upper income groups since the cost of every new pay 
channel is being distributed equally to all the subscribers including to the ones that do not 
even watch them. For this purpose and for ensuring uninterrupted services to the 
customers an advance notice of minimum six months should be fixed. The said period is 
the minimum one during which customers will be able to exercise their option and the 
service provider will be able to assess the no. of boxes/investment required to roll out the 
pay tier service to roll out the STBs. This will truly help TRAI to. keep the existing so 
called (distorted) basic tier cost in control while the pay tier pricing will be determinkl by 
the' market forces helping the operators to gradually enter the CAS regime without being 
rushed thus achieving the voluntary CAS objective. (Ortel) 

6. Yes at least 2 months notice should be stipulated for FTA channels turning Pay 
channels so that sufficient time is there to get in an agreement tmd in case of failure to do 
so subscribers get sufficient notice regarding discontinuation of those channels. (B.N.B. 
Cables) 

7. Normally channels going from FTA to pay mode do so well in advance however 
they should communicate to the public at large at least six months in advance at monthly 
intervals that they are going pay. This will help the consumer also to understand that if 
the service is to be availed then he may have to start paying more. Channels should file 
their rates with the regulators with the MRP and the distribution margins in the same. 
(ASC) 

8. At least 3 months advance notice should be given by an existing FTA chaimel 
which wants to convert into a pay channel so that the distributors of chaimels can 
negotiate the agreement with such channel and the consumers also become aware that 
they need to pay for a particular channel resulting in monthly increase in their cable bills. 
Simultaneously a tariff declaration also needs to be filed.with TRAI which should be 
displayed by TRAI on its web site. (Siti Cable) 

9. Six months advance notice. (IMCL) 

10. Yes once in every quarter only and i.e. 01st April, Olst July, Olst September and 
01 St January every year with an advance notice of three months in order for the system to 
know well in advance and the information should be passed on to the value chain in the 
system. (Hathway) 

11. Six months advance notice.(COFI) 

Issue for Consultation 

Reference Interconnect Offer 

• Whether an RIO should be issued by TRAI for approving the terms and 
conditions of model subscription agreements of dominant players and to 
regulate their activities in the broadcasting and cable TV services? If so, 
what should be the elements of such a model subscription agreement? 
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Comments Keceivea 

1. Yes. Some suggested elements could be such as detailed lists of 
channels/programs pertaining to agreement, subscriber base as on date of agreement, 
negotiated rates for each channel to mention MRP to the end viewer and wholesale rate to 
be charged from the distributor, narration of circumstances causing interruptions, if any, 
resolution of disputes and obligations in case of interruptions, safeguards against 
unauthorized distribution/piracy and actions to be taken on their detection, provision for 
arbitration arid demise of agreement, accountability of Broadcaster, and Indemnity to 
Distributor, in any case of violation of content and advertising codes, refunds to 
subscribers in case of interruptions in service by the broadcasters, bank guarantees by 
Broadcasters to guard against unjustified interruptions and provisions for cancellation of ■ 
down linking registration in case regulations are flouted by broadcasters. It is very 
difficult to visualize a scenario where broadcaster/distributor relations will be un¬ 
disputed. Therefore, consideration is merited on ‘Who should store these agreements’? 
Present staffing of TRAI does not meet the work load as such. Hence there may be a case 
for opening up a Cable TV Regulation wing with TRAI, or establishing CRAI (Cable TV 
Regulatory Authority of India) under the Ministry of I&B with adequate number of 
regional offices. [Col V C Khare (Retd) - Cable TV Industry Observer] 

2. Broadcasters should be free to enter into commercial arrangement with MSO and 
cable operators which protect their interests. Such interests as the TRAI has already 
notified may be recorded orally, or reduced to writing in the form of subscription 
agreement. The RIO for telecom operators was issued by the TRAI given the incumbent 
monopoly of the state owned service provider. We would like to state that in the case of 
broadcasting this is not the case, and therefore, there is no need for an RIO to be issued. 
If however, the TRAI is of the view that it is imperative it could look at providing broad 
overview of what must be discussed between the parties before concluding a subscription 
agrteement. (Star) 

3. TRAI should not have an approval role for subscription agreements. This is 
tantamount to the government introducing a full regulatory regime for the sector, and 
woiuld open the process to a level of regulatory involvement in the C&S sector seen in 
few if any countries. For the market to develop naturally, and for investors to understand 
t! 0 true value of any given market, there should not be any government intervention into 
I rimercial agreements. (USIBC) 

4. The agreements are commercial agreements and the terms of the Agreement 
slv>uld be left to the freewill of the parties. No entity should have the right or power to 
v agreem ents . (ESPN) 

5 This is the most important aspect of this Act and onus to end monopoly should be 
put on the broadcasters and the MSOs to appoint more than one operator in an area so 
that the corrsumers are not at the mercy of a single operator. (B.N.B. Cables) 

* h 're should be a Reference Interconnect Agreement as applicable and made 
. " 5ciivc H the area rh Telecom. The defined principles should be such as: Declaration 
I iierci iiiKt i /ales by i.u* IT o-idcasters / MSOs and their publication on the TRAI 
e!: oF rnoh.iToo': - y lication of such rates; Principles for provision of content 

v. tinn one r ionth beyond any recourse on signing of agreement; Making Anti piracy 
: ^ I onjcaprintiTig r> mandatory in the decoders which are provided; Making forced 
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addressable Messaging mandatory to the particular operator and doing away with running 
of scrolls etc; Making web access for payments, accounting and authorizations mandatory 
for all the broadcasters and MSCfe; Filing of monthly and yearly return by all 
Broadcasters and MSOs in the same pattern as prescribed by the FCC and Placement of 
all such data on the Web for access by all stake holders. (ASC) 

6. The Hon’ble TDSAT in Petition No. 41 C/2004 titled Star India Vs. Indusind 
Media has mandated the execution of written agreements between the broadcasters and 
MSOs/cable operators as a mandatory requirement under the Interconnect Regulations. It 
is suggested that the TRAI should initiate a process for drafting and notifying the 
Standard Agreement for non-CAS areas \^ich can be adopted by all the stakeholders as a 
model agreement and who can then either design/ align their agreements in accordance 
with the said model agreement stipulated by TRAI. The agreement should cover all the 
aspects of interconnection such as areas, subscriber base, mode of distribution, 
unauthorised distribution, content responsibility etc. Detailed inputs in this regard can be 
provided once TRAI initiates the process of formulating Standard Agreement. Siti Cable 
are of the view that Standard agreement should be formulated not only for Cable 
distribution but also for other distribution platforms. (Siti Cable) 

7. RIO should be issued to regulate dominant players and the RIO should contain the 
elements such as the Authorization status/power; . Area as asked for; Rate; Payment 
period; No tof years; Transparency and Encourage competition and better services to the 
consumers. Till an RIO is finalized and also for the purpose of drafting an RIO, the 
issues need to be kept in mind are: MSO’s cannot be made responsible for acts of cable 
operators / firanchisee; there shoul^l not be a Minimum Guarantee provision; in case of 
negotiated subscriber base there should not be any need for provision of subscriber 
details / lists etc. and there should also not be any need for increase in subscriber base 
during the fixed term of the Agreement; in cases of Agreements on actual Subscriber 
base, a say 3 monthly revision (up or down) may be prescribed with a ceiling of say 5% 
both ways; industrial township should not be excluded from the Agreement; there should 
not be any restriction on expansion within the Service Area; Definition of Service Area- 
should include both existing and new households within the demarcated service area: the 
Agreement should be technologically neutral; si^tions for disconnection may be 
prescribed; uniform 30 days Notice Period may be prescribed in all cases except in case 
of piracy where notice period should be of seven days; it should be clarified that 
expansion within Service Area is not piracy; there should not be any requirement of 
provision of Maps; broadcasters should not be allowed to see MSO's Account Books/ 
Records; MSO's contractual relationship with other parlies should not be the concern of 
the Broadcaster; Licensing etc. for content should be Broadcasters responsibility; it 
should clearly be provided in the "Must Provide Clause" that the channels / connectivity 
will be provided to the seeker thereof within a period of 30 days which period should 
include the period for all negotiations, communications including with the agents of the 
broadcaster or the MSO as the case may be and A La carte bouquet should be made 
available in all categories. (IMCL) 

8. Yes. Only cover with the basic principles of the Indian Contract Act with rights 
and obligations for entering into the agreement, keeping the utmost interest of the 
consumers / end subscribers in mind. (Hathway) 
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9, RIO sbouM be issued to regulate dominant players and the RIO should contain the 
elements sikli as ftc Ai^orization status/power; Area as asked for; Rate; Payment 
period; No of years; Transparency and Encourage competition and better services to the 
consumers. Till an RIO is finalized and also for the purpose of drafting an RIO, the 
issues need to be kept in mind are : MSO’s cannot be made responsible for acts of cable 
operators / franchisee; there should not be a Minimum Guarantee provision; in case of 
negotiated subsmber base there should not be any need for provisiwi of subscriber 
details / lists etc, and ftiere should also not be any need for increase in subscriber base 
during the fixed term of the Agreement; in cases of Agreements on actual Subscriber 
base, a say 3 monthly revision (up or down) may be prescribed with a ceiling of say 5% 
both vvays; industrial township should not be excluded from the Agreement; there should 
npt be any restriction on expansion within the Service Area; Definition of Service Area 
should include both existing and new households within the demarcated service area; the 
Agreement should be technologically neutral; situations for disconnection may be 
prescribed; uniform 30 days Notice Period may be prescribed in all cases except in case 
of piracy where notice period should be of seven days; it should be clarified that 
expansion within Service Area is not piracy; there should not be any requirement of 
provision of Maps; broadcasters should not be allowed to see MSO's Account Books / 
Records; MSO's contractual relationship with other parties should not be the concern of 
the Broadcaster; Licensing etc. for content should be Broadcasters responsibility; it 
should clearly be provided in the "Must Provide Clause" that the channels / connectivity 
be provided to the seeker thereof within a period of 30 days which period should 
include the period for all negotiations, communications including with the agents of the 
broadcaster or the MSO as the case may be and A La carte bouquet should be made 
available in all categories. (COFI) 

Iss^ue for ConsultetioB 
Monopoly in the last mile 

; • What steps need to be taken to ensure that the monopoly at the last mile is 
removed so that consumers can get choice? ^ 

• Should a regulatory framework be laid down wherein the areas of operation 
and the number of operators are clearly defined? 

Coimments Received 

1. It is incorrect to say that LCDs have monopoly. There is no prohibition against 
any one wanting to register for running a cable netwoik- In near future, alternatives siwh 
as DTK and TV over IP will be available to viewers on Gable TV netwbrks to choose 
between Cable TV, IP TV and DTH. Unless areas are auctioned like teleccmi circles, with 
inVeston also of tot financial capability, the regulatory fimnework for laying down the 
ardas of operation and the number of operators may not be feasible. In the system of 
re^stration with the post offices, area of operation of the applicant could be described 
with a representative sketch forming a part of the registration certificate. The registration 
auihority could issue a consolidated map/sketch showing area of operation of each 
reristrant and more than registrant in the same area, if any. [Col V C Khare (Retd) - 
Cable TV Industry Observer] 

2. While this issue may be partially addressed with the advent of other distribution 
platforms, the monopoly in the last mile can only be addressed with the laying down of a 
clear cut licensing regime. The TRAI should immediately consider implementing a 
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regulatory finmework which will involve licensit^ of cable operators in territories across 
India, in a manner similar to that of telecom. The TRAI can lay down the frame-work for 
squinting licensees for cable for either all of India, or for particular parts of India. These 
areas could be demarcated state-wise, city wise, etc. The TRAI could then, as is the case 
with iTeleco, permit one or more cable operators for each area of operation. The license 
fees to be paid by the cable operators would ensure that only serious players willing to 
invest for ^ long term would operate in this market. (Star) 

3. i . The “last mile” monopoly is already being removed through the growth of DTH 
satellite TV service. TRAI should quickly move to develop a licensing fiamework for 
cable operators in India, forcing operators to report their subscriber base and area of 
operation. The status quo, an absence of a licensing framework, is a root cause of many 
of th0 issues raised by TRAI in this consultation. In addition, much needed investment 
and consolidation in the last mile is slowed as investors shy away from the fragmented, 
opaque market, (USIBC) 

4. DTH satellite television se^ice is in fact already providing effective competition 
to “last mile” cable operators, serving as much as 15% of the overall pay TV subscribes 
in some areas and adding subscribers at impressive growth rates. TRAI should consider 
the level of competition more closely via a consultation on this ^cific issue, (MPA) 

5. There should be a licensing regime for this purpose like in the telecom sector. It 
must be ensured that there are two to three licenses for each area. This is the best possible 
way to ensure competition at the LCO level. For the purpose of convenience, a regulatory 
framework may be laid down. (ESPN) 

6. No regulation is recommended to regulate the carriage or its terms. (ASC) 

7. With the launch of DTH, Broadband and HITS, the so-called existing de-facto 
monopoly of the last mile operator would no longer exist. In such a scenario any 
regulation in this regard is unnecessary. It is pertinent to mention that multiple operators 
in an area of operations encourage competition and ultimately consumers would be 
benefited. Limiting or restricting the number of operators in an area would be 
detrimental to such competition, would be counter productive and should not be resorted 
to at all. (Siti Cable) 

8. It is too late for the regulator to define the area of operation and the number of 
operators since this would be very complicated on all India basis as there are no marked 
areas of operation or the number of operators. The situation is different from area to area 
and city to city. For instance in South Delhi there are 5-7 MSOs and independent 
operators, competing with each other with no monopoly in any area There are also places 
like Faridabad where a vertical integrated company has a virtual monopoly in every area 
including the last mile and so far no MSO has been able to make an entry. Till the time 
the content is made available fairly and freely to new entrants last mile monopoly will 
remain. In fact it is IMCL’s contention that there is no monopoly as such as there are 
thousands of operators. On the other hand there can be a potential monopoly of three to 
four DTH platform providers who would like to provide exclusive content to the 
detriment of thousands of cable operators if there was no Interconnect Regulation 
(IMCL) 
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9. Choice comes only by way of the alternative platform like DTH, IPTV etc. and 
the so called monopoly in the last mile is a myth as there is enough competition in place. 
Defining areas of operation and the number of operators may be termed as anti 
competition and will lead to restrictive trade practice. Further it will be contrary to the 
Central legislation i.e. Cable TV Act, vriiich provides license to operate in a particular 
Post lOffice jurisdiction / area. As long as he has the requisite Post Office license and 
Enteftaimnent Tax Registration / Service Tax Registration and affiliation to any of the 
local MSOs is in place and he. should give his true - full declaration and having valid 
Pennanent Account Number under Income Tax Act (New Saral), the regulation ean not 
havei any conflicting view with the Central Government legislation and he should be 
entitled to provide signals to his total declared subscriber base.(Hathway) 

10. j There is no need for the regulator to define area of operation and number of 
operators since this should have been a part of licensing. In reality there is no monopoly 
in the last mile as any number of cable operators can register with post office to start a 
cable TV network. Monopoly is created only at the level of MSO/Broadcaster vriiere 
there] are compromises and alliances working. Till the time the content is made available 
fairly and freely to new entrants last mile monopoly will remain, (COFI) 


Issue for Consultation 
Carriage fee regulation 

» Whether carriage fees on cable networks should be regulated? If so, on what 
basis should this be done and how should carriage charges be calculated? 

• What should be the mechanism for ensuring that the ceiling for carriage 
charge is not exceeded? 

Comments Received 

1. Carriage fee on Cable Network should not be regulated. Carriage fee should be 
restricted to the maximum of revenue charged from the distributor for PAY TV. Perhaps 
carriage fee for FTA could be capped at 25% of the maximum chargeable for PAY TV. 
This] should best be left to Network owners because this is also related to quality of 
headend equipment and, network hardware and degree of conformity to IS 13420. [Col 
V C Khare (Retd) - Cable TV Industry Observer] 

2. The relationship between channel supplier and MSO should be left to market 
forces with no justification for price regulation of either chaimel supply or carriage. Star 
India’s view, however, is that regulatory parity requires that vriiile the price freeze on 
charinel supply and subscription fees exists, a ceiling and freeze should be placed on 
carriage/placement fees. Such ceiling may be specified in terms of Rupees per subscriber 
reached, as declared by the MSOs, This is required to remove the incongruity that while 
revenues of broadcasters remain frozen, the broadcasters’ costs (in terms of carriage fees) 
can increase in any proportion and at any fi^uency. The MSOs should be required to 
file copies of their carriage agreements with the TRAI so as to enable verification of 
payment within ceiling limits. The TRAI may consider withdrawal of such ceiling on 
carriage fees at the same time as withdrawal of price freeze over channel supply and 
subscription rates. The carriage fees may be paid by the broadcaster to the large MSOs 
on per declared subscriber basis. This mechanism would ensure that the ceiling for 
carriage charge is not exceeded. (Star) 
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3. The relationship between channel supplier and MSO should be left to maricet 
forces.' Hence, there is no justification for price regulatiott on odier side of the exchange 
i.e. boih channel supply or carriage rates are best left to conunercial negotiations between 
the parties. (USIBC) 


4. The relationship between chamiel supplier and MSO/cable operator is safely left 
to maricet forces given the degree of competition in the siq>ply of programming. There is, 
therefore, no rationale for TRAI to impose price r^uktion pn ei^ channel or carriage 
rates. (MPA) 

5. Appli^on of carriage fees on catde networks must oe regulated in the manner 
such as: (a) the stipulation of foe amount of carriage fee should be rationalized, so that 
new entbnts may not be discouraged, (b) the amount of carriage fee must be fixed at a 
reasonable amount for the initial months of launch of a channel, preferably a maximum 
cap be stipulated and (c) the new entrants should not be charg^ after a period of 2-3 
years subsequent to their launch. (ESPN) 

6. Regulation of Carriage fees is an undesirable phenomenon vdiich has come into 
existence by the cable operators owing to the limited cq>acity of the cable plant. This is 
expected to give way to addressable systems. At present do not recommend any 
regulations to regulate the carriage or its terms. (ASC) 


7. It would be totally unreasonable if an attempt is made to regulate the carriage 
/placement fee so as to ensure the advertisement revenue of the channel. There is no 
regulation / restriction on the advertisement spearing on a TV channel or the rates 
thereof. These are governed by the market forces of demand and supply and also on the 
popularity and reach of the ch^el. The popularity and reach on the other hand depend 
upon the visibility of the channel. In order to ensure the said visiklity, the placement fee 
is being paid by the broadcasters to the cable networks. There cannot be any regulation 
on such carriage /placement fee and in feet creation of more capacity on the cable 
networks by encouraging digitalization is the most viable and practical way instead of 
any attempt to regulate the same through some Regulation. Thus the carriage fee should^ 
be left to the mutually negotiated settlement between broadcasters and distributors of 
channels and no interfbence is called for fium the Authority. (Siti Cable) 


8. Carriage fee on cable networks cannot be regulated since it is a historical feet 

that carriage has come into this business for TRPs. Content carriers / broadcasters have 
agreed to pay placement fee so that they get good TRPs which in turn will get them better 
advertisement pie. They are paying placement fee fiom their share of advertisement pie to 
the cable operators and if there is no curb on advertisements oh channels the same should 
t^ly to the sharii^ of that. If there is a control on advertisements to be carried on pay 
channels or carrying an advertisement on fi:ee to air channels, they will not pay carriage 
to the MSOs or cable operators since they will have no reason to pay placement fees. If 
broadcasters get more adverdsements on their networks by rirtue of ^ing available on 
good frequencies on the cable networks, cable operators have every right to seek a part 
fiom that revenue. In today’s situation cable operators are allowing broadcasters to use 
itheir network without getting anything in return (i.e. the margin on MRP, MSO bill, 
collect and pay on MRP). (IMCL) 
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9. No. Any regulation on carriage fees would lead to the multiplicity of disputes. 
Carriage Fees would be subject matter of negotiation and the same should be left with the 
oiarkej forces otherwise it leads to the lack of transparency/ encourtiging bad/ 
malpractices. (Hathway) 

10. fJarrtage fee on cable networks cannot be regulated smce it is a historical fact that 
carriag^ has come into ftiis business for TRPs. Content carriers / broadcasters have agreed 
to pay placement fee so that they get good TRPs which in turn will get them? better the 
advCTti^ment pie. They are paying placement fee from their share of advertiseihent pie to 
cable cmerators and if there is no curb on advertisements on channels the sajne should 
apply to the sharing of that, tf there is a control on advertisements to be earned on pay 
cluumels or carrying an advertisement on free to air channels, they will not pay carriage 
to the NlSOs or cable operators since they will have no reason to pay placement fees. If 
broadcasters get more advertisements on their networks by virtue of being available on 
good frjsquencies on the cable networks, cable operators have every right to seek a part 
from thjat revenue. In today’s situation cable operators are allowing broadcasters to use 
their network without getting anything in return (i.e. the margin on MRP, LCDs bill, 

collect jind pay on MRP). (COFI) 
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